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By Mr. FRANK l\I. R.UIEY: A bill (H. R. 12961) granting 

an increase of pension to Mary E. Hartwell ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensionfl. 

By 1\Ir. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 12062) for. the relief of 
the E'erteral Real E!State & Storage Co.; to the Committee on 
Claim~. 

By Mr. WELCH of California: A bill (H. R. 129G3) for 
the relief of George A. Dobbs; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
_ 7558. By Mr. CO~~ERY: Petition of employees of Boston 

regional office of United State Veteran.' Bureau, in favor of 
Saturuay afternoon half-holiday bill for Government employees; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

7559. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of F. A. Ramig Co., New 
York City, protesting the injustice of an increase in duty on 
E'mbroidered ·handkerchiefs; to the Committee on Wars and 
1\leans. 

7560. By Mr. YATES: Petition of L. J. Fleming, president 
Plate Printers Die Stampers Union of North America, 3353 
Clifton A venue, Chicago, urging the passage of House bill G603 ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

7561. Also. petition of Jones & Winter Co., 53 West .Jackson 
Boulevard, Chicago, Ill., urging the defeat -of House bill 11096; 
to the Committee on the. Post Office and Post Roads. 

7562. Also, petition of California Vineyard.· Co., 213-219 East 
I111nois Street, Chicago, protest~ng the passage of House bill 
11096; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

7563. Also, petition of C. L. Neil, president of the Physicians 
Record Co., 161 West Harrison Street, Chicago, lll., requesting 
the defeat of House bill 11006; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

7564. Also, petition of Walter G. Pietsch, vice president Goll 
& Pietsch (Inc.), 333 North Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill., 
m·ging defeat of House bill 11096, stating it is f01·eign to the 
spirit of this country and it..;; postal laws ; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Poc:.t Roads. 

7565. Also, petition of Mother Hubbard Products Co., 556 
'Vest Congress Street, Chicago, Ill., protesting the passage of 
Hou. ·e bill 11096; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Road . . 

7566. AI o, petition of Walton & Spencer Co., 1241-1249 South 
State Street, Chicago, Ill., urging tl1e defeat of House hill 11096, 
stating it is not feasible and should be defeated; to · the Com· 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, June 14, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

'rhe Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer : 

Look down upon us, 0 God, and see if we are making the most 
of our privilege and po ition. 0 let us not forget our estate and 
thu · make dim the outlines of our daily conduct. Give us power 
to sec our way and moYe. May we see the beauty of earth 
and love the common things of life-the common sky, the com
mon landscape, the common :flower, and, aboye all, the common 
heart, which has no wealth or power sa'te common love. 0 
may we breathe the breath of all, for they are ever new and 
sweet and rare. Help us to appreciate the common man with 
g-reat qualities all along the highway of life. In the name of the 
Savior, whom the poor heard gladly. Amen. 

that act, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment, and agree to the 
same. 

HARRY C. R ANSLEY, 
IlARRY M. WURZBACH, 
PERCY E. QUIN, 

Man.(Jgers on th-e part of tlze House. 
DAVID A. REED, 
FRANK L. GREI'Th~, 
MORRIS SHEPPAR.D, 

Managers on the part of the Sena.te. 

STATE~£ENT 

This measure, S. 4017, when considered on the floor of the 
House was amended on motion of :Mr. TABER so as to limit the 
extension of time called for in the act to one year. This amend
ment was offered _and accepted by the members of.. the Military 
Affairs Committee, which had reported the Senate measure 
unanimously without amendment, because one of the provisions _ 
of a House bill, namely, H. R. 5568, when it becomes a law will 
automatically rescind S. 4017. How~ver, as the next session of 
Congress is the short Qne it may be impossible to secure final 
enactment of H. R. 5568. This would make necessary a further : 
extension of time, a difficult thing to do in the limited time 
av3:ilable. Inasmuch as the whole purpose.of S. 4017 is to give 
a necessary extension of authority to the War Department until 
the provisions_ of H. R. 5568 become law, your conferees deemed . 
it to the best interest of the Government to have the language · 
of the Senate bill finally enacted, and. accordingly recommend 
that the House ·recede. 

IlAR.RY C. RANSLEY, 
IlARRY M. WUR.ZB.A.CH, 
PERCY E. QUIN, 

Managers £»'!. th-e pa'rt of the House. 

BORDER PATROL IN THE COAST GUARD 

Mr. MICHENER, by direction of the Committee on Rules, -
presented for printing under the rule the following privileged 
resolution (H. Res. 254), which was referred to the Union Cal
endar and ordered printed : 

House Resolution 254 
Reso~t-.ed, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be in 

order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
\Vhole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 
11204, a bill to regulate the entry of persons into the United States, 
to establish a border patrol in the Coast Guard, and for other purposes. 
That after general debate, which shall be confined to the bill and shall 
continue not to exceed two hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mt>mber of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the bill Bhall be read for amendment 
nuder the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion of the reading of the bill 
for amendment the committee sha.ll rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the pre
vious question shall be consider('d as ordered on the bill and the amend
ments thereto to final passage without intervening motion except one 
motion to recommit. 

CONTESTED-ELECTIO!ii CASE OF HILL fi. PALMISANO 

l\lr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I pre8ent a report of the con
tested-election case of John Philip Hill- against Vincent L. Pal
misano from the third congressional district of Maryland. 

Mr. TARVER. 1\fr. Speaker, I object to the report, and make 
a point of order against its reception on the ground that it 
was not authorized by the Committee· on Elections No. 2; and 
I would like to state the grounds on which I make the point 

Tlle .Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and of order. 
Ul)proved. The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that the propel· way 

CERT.A.I~ WAR DEPART:M:E:TI' co~TR.ACTS would be for the gentleman to reserve his point of order until 
1\lr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, I present for printing under the report is called up. 

the rule a conference report on the bill (S. 4017) to amend the 1\lr. GARNER. I suggest to the gentleman that he waive it 
act of :May 29, 1028, pertaining to certain War Department con- at this time and then make his point of order when the case is 
tracts by repealing the expiration date of that act. called up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas .presents a con- Mr. TARVER. I would like to state at this time, if I may 
ference report on the bill S. 4017. Ordered printed. be permitted to do so, the basis of the point of order. This 

Following is the conference report and accompanying state- seems to me, Mr. Speaker, a point of order that might be sub-
ment: mitted now. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
CONFERENCE REPORT the gentleman from Georgia is not in order at this time. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the I -Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that it is in order. 
two Houses on the amendments of tlle House to the bill (S. This is a matter of constitutional privilege, dealing with one 
4017) to amenu the act of May 29, 1928, pertaining to certain of the highest privileges of the House, the right of a }iember 
War Department contracts by repealing the expiration date of of this body to his seat. -
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Mr. SNELL. The House is not con idering the report at this-

time. The report has simply been filed. . 
Mr. CRISP. The point of order is on the filing of the report. 
Mr. TARVER. The report has not been authorized. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to go on, I will state 

that on June 6, 1930, the Committee on Elections No. 2 held 
the last meeting it has held, and on that day voted 5 to 3 against 
seating contestant, John Philip Hill, and it voted 5 to 3 against 
throwing out the returns from the fourth precinct of the third 
ward in the city of Baltimore. The copy of the report t hat I 
hold in my hand is directly at variance with the action taken 
by the committee, in that the report finds that the returns from 
the fourth precinct in the third ward should be thrown out, 
when the committee voted that they should not be, and further 
finds that tli.e conte tant, if this is done, would be entitled to 
his seat in the House, whereas the committee voted to the 
contrary. 

There has been no meeting of the committee since then, and 
no resolution approved by the committee, although I presume 
that one that G;ls been reported by the gentleman who is acting for 
the committee, except that the first portion of a resolution deal
ing ·with the right.B of the contestant was approved by the com
mittee by a vote of 5 to 3, finding that he was not entitled to 
his seat and had not been elected. 

The second part of the resolution was never placed before the 
committee, but the members of the committee were unable to 
agree upon its verbiage, and the statement was made that an
other meeting of the committee would be held in order that its 
'lerbiage might be agreed upon. Notwithstanding that, the gen
tleman purports to report to the House this morning a report 
which includes, I presume, a resolution which was not acted 
upon by the committee as to the rights of the contestee. 

l\1r. DOWELL. :Mr. Speaker. I make a point of order that 
the gentleman can not base a point of order on a statement of 
fact. 

Mr. TARVER. Is there any question about these facts? The 
Bcting chairman of the committee gave out a statement to the 
newspapers immediately after the executive meeting to which 
I have referred, in which he stated these facts at that time, and 
I want to know if he contradicts them now. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that I do not agree with the 
statements made by the gentleman from Georgia. I do not think 
the report contains what the gentleman says if contains, but 
that the report is in accordance with the majority vote of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. Under the 
circum •tances the Chair thinks the fair thing to do, he not being 
apprised of all the facts in connection with the matter, is to 
permit the report now to be printed, and the gentleman from 
Georgia may re erve his point of order, and if the case is called 
up the Chair will give-the matter consideration. 

Mr. TARVER. I will reserve the point of order, l\Ir. Speaker, 
and I ask unanimous consent, in view of the fact that the report 
is so at variance with the findings of the committee, that the 
minority members of the committee may have until midnight 
Tuesday night in which to file additional minority views. 

l\Ir. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. l\Ir. Speaker, I object to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Georgia. The state
ments made -by the gentleman are absolutely not founded on 
fact. [Applause.] 

Mr. TARVER. If the gentleman will point out to me what 
portion of my statement is not founded on fact, I will answer 
him. · 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will permit the report to be re
ceived and printed at this time, but the gentleman from Georgia 
will have his full rights in the matter in case the report is 
~ll~u~ -

.Mr. TARVER. But, Mr. Speaker, I want to know what is to 
be done with my request to file additional minority views? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Georgia that be may have until midnight on Tues
day in which to file minority views? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I will not give my consent to the gentleman's 
reque t unless I also have an opportunity to file an additional 
report. I d9 not believe it is fair to the majority members of 
the committee to baye the minority members file an additional 
report after seeing the facts contained in the majority report. 

. Mr. TARVER. There is no objection in the w.orld to that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the-request of the gen

tleman from Georgia? 
Mr. CIDNDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, with the reservation that 

any further documents in the way of reports or documents pur
porting to be reports ·shall not in any way interfere with any 
consideration of the matter that may properly come before the 
House, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. They ·will · not interfere. The Chair hears 
no objection to the request of the gentleman from Georgia. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScH.AFER] asks unani
mous consent that he be given permission to file additional 'liews 
on the matter. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 
· Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order 

on the report that it has not complied with paragraph 726 {a) 
of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gent1eman -from New York [Mr. LA
GuARDIA] reserves a point of order. 

THE TARIFF BILL 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GOLDSBOij.OUGH. Mr. Speaker, for 14 months the 

Congress has been considering tariff legislation, and another 
general revision has been made. 

In 1922, when the Fordney-McCumber Act was being consid
ered, the farmer and the laborer had ~n to see rather clearly 
that a tariff was not in their interest, and the only way the 
farmer vote 'was secured to a sufficient extent to insure the 
passage of the bill was by putting in it a tariff on corn and 
wheat. -

Those who realized that we import no corn, and have an 
exportable surplus of wheat attempted to explain that a tariff 
on these commodities would be of no benefit to either the 
wheat or corn grower. But a tariff on farm products was then 
a comparatively new idea, and mo t of the Representatives from 
agricultural States did not understand that a tariff on wheat 
and corn wanld be of no benefit to the farmer, so the bill was 
passed with a result that for nine years agriculture- has sold 
in a world market and bought in a protected market, whereas 
other industry hils had the benefit of a tariff. In other word , 
the farmer has been at a very great economic disadvantage. 

Shortly after President Hoover took office he suggested that 
some sort of legislation be passed to place the farmer on equal
ity with other industry, instead of which a general tariff 
revision was undertaken by the majority party. 

Although the Fordney-McCumber Act of 1922 also had gen
erally higher duties than any previous legislation, the present 
aet is much higher, and agriculture has not been substantially 
helped, so that instead of this legislation being in the interest 
of the farmer, there is a wider gap than ever between the 
legislative assistance given to farming and to other i.ridustry; 

In some respects, of course, agriculture will be assisted in so 
far as a tariff can be of a·ssistance. The tariff on canned and 
raw tomatoes, which I did everything I pc>ssibly could to help, 
will assist the tomato growers and laboring men and women, a 
well as the canner, in sections of the country where this prod
uct is grown ; but, of course, every farmer and laboring man i 
a consumer, and the price of what he has to buy will be greatly 
increased. by .this t:R:riff bill taken as a whole. 

There has been so much discussion of the tariff in this country, 
due to the fact that New England- has attempted to show a 
policy of protection to be best for the country as a whole, that 
it is very difficult to picture the real situation in the course of 
a short address. Maybe it will help to illustrate a little: 

Let us assume that the Constitution of the United States had 
never been adopted, and that it were possible for each State to 
enact tariff laws against every other State. Let us assume that 
manufacturing New England had a tariff wall against the agri
cultural parts of the country in order to protect agriculture in 
New England. Let us suppose the agricultural sections of the 
country had ·a tariff against the New England States in order 
to protect the manufacturer of shoes and other manufactured 
articles in agricultural districts. Suppose the borders of each 
State had to be patrolled by police forces to prevent the impor
tation of articles from any other State without the payment of 
duty. 

Suppose you couldn't take a calf, or a basket of eggs, or a 
crate of strawberries, or a load of hay, from Maryland into 
Delaware or Pennsylvania or from Delaware or Pennsylvania 
into Maryland, .without paying a duty~ Is it not perfectly 
evident the country could not have its present prosperity, and 
is not it evident also that the bad feeling engendered between 
the States would result in war? One of the things which has 
made this country great and prosperous is the fact of free 
commerce between the States. The ideal system i to produce 
articles where they can be produced with a minimum of human 
labor, and there is no argument at all in favor of a general 
protective system as a principle in the richest country in the 
_world where, because of labor-saving devices, mass production, 
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and working people of high mental caliber, we can in general 
produce more cheaply than' any other country in the world. 

Of course, I would not abolish all tariff immediately, because 
that would frighten business and unsettle things, but I would 
advocate a tariff reduction of 5 per cent a year for 20 years, and 
get rid of a thing which wastes a lot of American thought that 
should be utilized in matters of general welfare, which in
creases the price of food and clothing and other articles of 
general consumption, the burden of which increase rests upon 
tho ·e who are least able to bea.r it (for instance, the farmer 
or laboring man will use practically as much sugar and cotton 
goods as the family of the man who is worth millions) and 
which reduces the wages of labor because it is impossible to 
expect foreign countries not to build tariff walls against our 
products if we are going to build tariff walls against theirs. 

Finally, tariffs are the cam;e of more international bad feel
ing than anything I know of. One of the principal things 
which bas kept Europe at war for hundreds of years has been 
the erection of tariff walls, and the new tariff legislation is 
causing the bitterest feeling against us by other countries. 

Is it not right clear that without trade there would be no 
civilization, and the reason people want to deal with each other 
is because of the mutual advantage of the transaction? 

I know of no defense of protection as a principle. The policy 
of the country should be gradual reduction of tariffs rather than 
a constant increase in tariffs. 

Of course, in the la t analysis, the whole thing boils down to 
the fact that the arne rule applies to a country as to an in
dividual. The farther a country or an individual gets away 
from narrow selfishness in bu iness matters the greater the 
prosperity of the country or of the individual. 

A short time before the passage of the tariff bill, but at a 
time when the provisions it would contain were substantially 
fixed, a striking editorial on this question appeared in the New 
York World, as follows: 

THE FORGOTTEN MAN 

When the House passed the tariff bill nearly a year ago, the World 
undertook to show in some detail how this measure would affect the 
great body of American consumers while ostensibly aiding the farmers. 
Since then the Senate, after many months of debate, has also adopted 
a tariff bill, and a conference £ommittee bas smoothed out most of 
the differences between the two measures. A controversy over the 
rates on five commodities and o.v:er two administrative provisions of 
the bill still divides the two Houses. The House of Representatives, 
however, has accepted the bill so far as it has been agreed upon by 
the conference committee, and if any tariff legislation is enacted at 
the pre ent session this draft of the measure will form the substance 
of the law. 

By comparing the rates upon which the conference committee has 
agreed with those in the exlstplg law it is possible to show bow closely 
the new tariff, if finally adopted, will touch the daily life of the aver
age consumer. This can best be done, perhaps, by citing some of the 
intimate details of an ordinary morning of his working day. His day 
begins when be is aroused by an alarm clock, and the duty upon. this 
useful device has been increased 50 per cent. He throws down the 
bed covers, on which the duty has been advanced 20 per cent, steps 
from the bed to a rag rug (duty up 114 per cent), dons a bath t·obe 
(duty up 10 per cent), and puts on a pair of bedroom slippers, which 
have been removed from the free list and subjected to a duty of 20 
per cent. 

On the tiling in the bathroom the duty has been raised 25 per cent. 
On the floor of this room is some inlaid linoleum, on which the duty 
has been increased 20 per cent. The tariff on the mirror before which 
our consumer takes his morning shave has been raised 25 per cent. On 
his shaving brush, hairbl'Ush, and toothbrush the duty bas been in
creased 15 per cent; on the washbasin and bathtub it has been ad
vanced 10 per cent. The glass tumbler used in his dental ablutions also 
takes a .10 per cent increase, and the sponge, if of good quality, takes 
an increase of 100 per cent. 

The new tariff bill has been defended as a means of farm relief, but 
how any of these increases is going to aid agriculture is yet to be 
demonstrated. The farmer as a consumer will share these burdens 
along with everyone else. 

But to return to the early morning operations of our average citizen: 
The clothes cabinet from which he selects his garments for the day's 
wear is subjected to an additional tariff tax of 20 per cent. The shirt 
he puts on bears an increase of 28 per cent, and the silk necktie an 
increase of 8 per cent. On his suit of clothes the duty has been raised 
another 10 per cent. His shoes have been removed from the free list 
and made dutiable at 20 per cent. He selects a fresh handkerchief 
(d uty up 10 per cent), adjusts his eyeglasses (duty on the lenses up 10 
per cent) , gives his clothes a flick with the whiskbroom (duty up 66 
per cent) and is ready for breakfast. 

LL~II--674 

Wherever he turns, in the kitchen or dining room, the consumer will 
encounter new ta.riff taxes. The china, glassware, silverware, and 
kitchenware are all subjected to heavier duties under the new bill; 
and so are the fruit, cereal, milk, cream, butter, eggs, sugar, and 
cocoa wbi~ go to make his breakfast. Once upon a time the Republican 
Party tried to make a kind of fetish out of the " free breakfast table," 
but under the new bill the consumer's table will fairly groan under the 
weight of tariff taxes. 

In a word, on practically everything which is essential to health, 
comfort, and decent appearance the consumer is going to be taxed 
more heavily than ever before by the Smoot-Hawley tariff, provided, 
of cours(l, that Congress now dares to pass this bill of abominations anu 
President Hoover is willing to risk the political consequences of 
approving it. ' 

There are heavier taxes even on the surgical instruments and the ether 
which may be needed to save life. Not only are the new taxes heavier 
on food, clothing, bouse furnishings, and medical and surgical necessities, 
but they have also been increased on the materials going into the bouse 
which shelters our consumer from the weather. The cement which 
goes into the foundations of the building and the brick which go into 
the walls have been taken from the free list and made dutiable. The 
window panes which admit the. sunlight and the , hardwoods for the 
floors have also not en overlooked by the tatiff boosters. 

All these new taxes have been perpetrated in the name of farm relief. 
The farmer will obtain additional protection on his products, it is true, 
but it is a protection which does not really protect. As a producer he 
will find the tariff a swindle ; as a consumer he and all other consumers 
as well will find it a burden. The consumer once more finds himself 
the forgotten man, but there is at least a chance that the fear of his 
wrath at the approaching election may save him. 

THE TARIFF 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to address the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker and :Members of the 

House, I have asked for this time in order to read a short edi
torial dated yesterday from the Youngstown Vindicator. The 
Youngstown Vindicator is one of the strongest Democratic papers 
in the State of Ohio. Its president is the former Justice of the 
Supreme Court, Mr. John H. Clarke, a very fine, upstanding 
man, who is loved, honored, and respected by everybody in 
Ohio. [Applause.] 

The title of this editorial is "'.rhe Tariff." It reads as fol
lows: 

Before nightfall the long battle over the tariff should be ended. The 
bill will not be what the country expected and certainly not what 
President Hoover bad in mind when he called Congress to make a few 
needed revisions to help western farmers. Most persons would call it 
a bad bill, and no one would like to see such a fight as this again. Yet 
there bas been a great deal of exaggeration concerning the measure. 
Its opponents have gone so far in misstating its p<>ssible effect that 
many believe that its pas age will mean another panic and years of 
depression. What is more likely to happen is that the very passage 
of the bill, whether it is good or bad, will go so far toward stabilizing 
business conditions that it may be expected to be the beginning of bet
ter times. Once the uncertainty is out of the way business will go 
ahead. It is hardly conceivable that President Hoover will veto the 
bill. 

Don't worry, then, if the tariff bill passes. The country will be bet
ter off to have this matter settled one way or the other. If the new 
schedules go too high, the P1·esident will have authority to change them. 
Every tariff is unpopular at the time it is made, and unpopular as this 
bill is, we shall all think better of it a year from now when business 
conditions are normal again-as they surely will be long before then. 

[Applause.] 
Mr. Speaker, I believe the editor of this paper should be 

commended for the fair way he has hancUed this important 
question. 

THE TARIFF BILL 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the House for three minutes to read an editorial 
on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH] 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for three minutes. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Reserving the right to object, 
and I do not object, I want to know if this is by another Clarke? 

Mr. SABATH. No. It is not by Clarke. 
Mr. STAFFORD. It is very likely by a clerk. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objectiou? 

• 

• 
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Mr. O'CONNOR o! New York.. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 

of order that the last speaker violated the rules of the House 
by reading an editorial without asking unanimous consent to 
do so. 

Mr. SNELL. Why did the gentleman not make the point of 
order at the time? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. The gentleman had finished 
with it before I had an opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order.-
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Illinois? 
There was no objection. _ 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen, in an

swer to the editorial appearing in some small country paper read 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CooPER] and written by some 
unknown l\'lr. Clarke, and which the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CLARKE] lustily applauded, permit me to read a real edi
torial appearing in many of the leading and largest newspapers 
in the country and written by a gentleman who, to my regret, 
bas done more to· bring about the defeat of the Democratic 
nominee, Alfred Smith, and the election of 'Herbert Hoover than 
any ·other individual or group ·of individuals in the United 
State , William Randolph Hearst. [Applause and laughter:] 
Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen, let m~ have the attention 
of you Republicans who laugh and snicker when I give credit to 
Mr. Hearst for the great service which he rendered to your party 
in the lasf presidential campaign. You did not act in that 
manner during the campaign of 1928, when from time to time 
you applauded in this very House utterances and editorials 
from these very newspapers which you to-day jeer. [Laughter 
and applause.] 

Seldom, if ever before, in its long and distln~uished history has the 
United States Senate faced a graver challenge than the approaching 
vote upon the Grundy tariff bill presents to every Senator. 

Overwhelming evidence is before the Senate that the Grundy tariff 
bill is the most vicious legislation of its kind that h_as ever threatened 
this country or alarmed and angered the world. 

Overwhelming evidence is before the Senate that all sorts and con
-ditions of Americans in all parts of this country are bitterly opposed to 
the -exactions of this tariff bill and h(}pe for the bill's defe_at. 

Over 1,000 of our great political economists- who· have examined this 
bill are agreed that it is filled with injustice . These economists have 
united in a prote&t against the extortionate rates carried in this bill. 

All the e economists say what the Hearst newspapers have repeatedly 
said, that the Grundy tariff bill will not help the farmer, but will in
crease the cost of living to every citizen, including the farmer. 

Enactment of the Grundy bill into law will add at least a thousand 
million dollars to the cost of living every year that it remains in effect. 

It '\\ill curtail production at home and lose for us market~ abroad. 
It will constitute an embargo by our country against the products of 

foreign countries. And this will provoke foreign countries to retaliate 
with embargoes against American products. 

It will make living so high in this country and so increase expenses 
here that the co t of production will be materially increased, and the 
ability of Americans to compete even in those foreign markets from 
which they are not excluded will thereby be greatly decreased. 

The Grundy tariff bill ought to be rejected by the Senate because
It violates the pledges of the Republican Party for a limited revision 

of the tariff to relieve agriculture. 
It basely betrays the public welfare and basely serves special privi

lege, and brazenly makes the Republican Party the open and avowed 
servant of the special interests. 

It will cripple business at home and hamper commerce abroad, half 
the return of prosperity, and further impair public confidence in the 
integrity of government. 

Finally, it will provoke a world-wide tariff war against the United 
States. 

Of cou rs-e, the President should have and probably will have the 
public spirit to veto the Grundy tariff bill, if it ever passes the Senate. 

But in this emergency the American people look to their Senators in 
Congress to discharge their responsibility in this vital matter and not 
pass it on to the President. 

If the United States Senate would keep its reputation and vindicate 
the confidence of the people in its indepenuence and courage ~nd in
tegrity, it will reject the Grundy tariff bill and save this country from 
the curse of its extortions. 

I\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I regret that not 
only l\1r. Hearst but millions of farmers, wage earners. and 
busine ' men in general who, during the campaign, relied on 
the Republican promise , are doomed to disappointment. The 
Senate already yesterday has passed this outrageous bill, and 
within a few llours the Republicans, having the majority of 
vote;,, will do likewise in the House. Mr. Speaker and gentle
men, there may be some doubt in the minds of some as to the 
probable action of the President, but there is none in my mind. 
I am positive, and that without having authority to speak for 

• 

the President, that he will sign the bill. As otherwise we 
would not have seen the activity on the part of his trusties in 
the cloakrooms and the Chamber the last few days. Of cour e 
he will issue a statement that he is doing so reluctantly becau e 
some of the provisions-though very likely without mentioning 
them-do not meet with his .approval, but being the best tba t 
he can secure and in order to eliminate further uncertaintie~ 
he is signing same. 

THE TABIFF 

Mr. SNELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules I call up House Re olution 253, a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a · 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
House Resolution 253 

Resolved, That for the purpose of the vote and debate the two con
ference reports on the bill H. R. 2667 shall be considered as one report. 
The reading of the two reports shall be waived, and the statements of 
the managers on the part of the House shall be read in lieu thereof . 
There shall- be three hours of debate, which shall be confined to the 
reports, to be equally divided and conh·olled by the chairman and rank
ing minority member of the Committee on Ways and Mean . In the 
consideration of the reports all points of order shall be waived. At 
the conclusion of debate the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the adoption of the reports. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
a point of order against the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mi·. O'CONNOR of New York. The resolution provide that 

"in the consideration of the reports all points of order shall be 
waived." Points of order are based on the rule~. of the House, 
either the few published rules or the precedents and rulings by 
presiding officers. This resolution propose to do in effect what 
should be done by a motion to suspend the rules. The difficulty 
is, however, that to suspend the rules a two-tl,lirds vote is re
quired. This is not a resolution brought in for the purpo e of 
obtaining by a majority vote the direct repeal of all of the rules 
of the House but is intended to serve a certain specific purpose 
in reference to only one measure of the House. For instance, 
the rule relating to .Calendar Wednesday require · that to set 
that aside there must be a two-thirds vote. The rule prohibiting 
legislation on an appropriation ill could not be set aside, in 
my opinion, by this method, and that applies to other rule ~ of 
the House. Points of order being rule · of the House, in my 
opinion this resolution violates the rules of the House, in that 
it sets aside all rules relating to points of order. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad to argue the 
point of order with the gentleman if I knew wbat his point of 
order is, but from anything my friend has said so far, I am 
unable to identify it. • 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it is not necessary. 
This is a very ordinary proceeding. It ha been done hundreds 
of times to the knowledge of the Chair. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. 1\Ir. Speaker, I want to say to the Speaker that 
I have no desire to argue the point of order, for I think the 
Speaker's ruling was correct, but I ask the gentleman from 
New York if he will yield to me for the purpose of addre ·ing 
a legitimate parliamentary inquiry to the Speaker. 

Mr. SNELL. Certainly. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CRISP. The rule as reported provides that for the pur

pose of vote and debate the two conference reports on the bill 
shall be considered as one report. Section 774 of the rules of 
the House provideS : 

On the demand of any Member, before the question is put, a. question 
shall be divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that 
one being taken away a substantive proposition shall remain. 

This rule provides that the two conference reports, each one 
distinct and substantive, shall be considered a one report. 
Now, my inquiry is: Does that take away the right of any 
Member to ask for a division and a separate vote on the two 
conference reports? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the re ·olution is 
adopted by a majority, that suspend'3 the rule quoted by the 
gentleman for to-day in co-nnection with thi bill. 

Mr. SI\TELL. Mr. Speaker, the rule just presented provides 
a method for considering the two conference reports on H. R. 
2667, commonly referred to as the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill. 

We find ourselves in a peculiar position to-day. For the first 
time during my experience in the House we have before u two 
conference reports on the same bill, but as tile e two report · 
are very closely allied, deal in general terms with the :arne 
matter, and as the House has already voted on one of the 
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, complete reports and bas voted on each individual item con

tained. in the other report, it seems to me perfectly proper that 
at this time they should be joined together and that we should 
do in the House what the Senate did by unanimous consent, 
that for the purpose of debate and vote we should consider both 
of these conference reports as one report 

At this time I simply want to say to the House that a vote 
for this rule and for these conference reports is a vote for 
the pending tariff bill. [Applause.] If you are opposed to that 
bill, then vote against this resolution and against the con
ference report. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. I notice the rule provides that the statement 

made by the managers on the part of the House shall be read in 
lieu of the report. I haver not had time to examine it just 
for the moment. 
. I think it will take an hour at least to read the statements 
accompanying these reports. -They have been printed in the 
RECORD. I think the membership is familiar with them. Why 
the House should take an hour to read these statements or 
reports is something I can not understand. 

Mr. SNELL. I ~was going to say to the gentleman from 
-Texas that when the reading of the reports or statements is 
started, I am going to ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the further reading of the statements on the part of the 
managers. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time and yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [1\Ir. Pou]. . 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman· 
f1·om New York [Mr. O'CoNNOR]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gen
tlement of the House, when the history of the making of the 
Hawley-Smoot tariff bill of 1930 shall have been completely 
written, it will attract the attention of students of economics 
principally for two reasons. 

First, for the unusual, the unfair, and the unparliamentary 
method by which it was " jammed " through the Congress of 
the United States over the reasonable objection of a large, 
duly elected minority, so that no opportunity was ever afforded 
to fairly discuss it on its merits. 

Secondly, it will be an interesting study as the unnecessary, 
the unreasonable, and the extortionate rates which it lays upon 
an already overburdened people. The load is now increased by 
20 per cent. 

This rule here to-day is the final thrust-the " et tu Brute " 
--of the parliamentarian procedure accompanyii:lg this bill. At 
every step in the progress of this tariff bill the rules of the 
Bouse have been ruthlessly thrust aside, even temporarily 
revoked so that the interests concerned might be served in this 
mad rush to plunder our people. 

I have been a member of the Rules Commfttee of this House 
for seven years. The distinguished chairman is the only Repub
lican member of that committee longer in service on that com
-mittee than I. I have seen countless rules reported from that 
powerful committee, but never until this good hour, in my 
experience, at least, has anyone, chairman, Rules Committee, or 
Republican steering committee, had the audacity to present to 
the House a rule which so completely violates all fair parlia
mentary procedure in at least three fundamental aspects. 

First, this rule for consideration of the conference reports on 
the tariff bill prohibits a separate vote on the two separate and 
distinct conference reports. We are now compelled to vote on 
the two reports en bloc. We must take both or leave both. Up 
or down we must vote both reports, though some Members, 
·Republicans as well as Democrats, might agree with one report 
and disagree with the other. When was that ruthless method 
ever before adopted? Let the Republican Members of this House, 
the parliamentarians especially, who hold sacred the rules of 
this House, point to p~ecedents justifying that arbitrary pro-

' ceclure. Why this House has never considered the second 
conference report at all. 

Secondly, the rules-and it must astound those Members in
terested in fair, unharnessed rules of procedure--the rule, I 
say, provides that "all points of order shall be waived!' 
Search your precedents for a parallel of that "gag." Consider 
what that extraordinary provision of the rule means. Why, 
even though either or both conference reports should violate 
the fundamental rules of this House, the rule . concerning ger
maneness, for instance, the rule "conferring the power of the 
confe.rees within the limits adopted by the two Houses, aye, 
e>en though both conference reports should violate every single, 
solitary rule of this House, no Member can rise in his place 
and protect orderly and fair parliamentary procedure by mak
ing a point of order. Sic sempe~ tyrannis ! · 

';rhirdly, the rule for the first time in my experience, at least, 
does not contain the usual unexceptional provision for at least 
one motion to recommit as provided in paragraph 4. of Rule 
XVI. Rule XI provides that the Committee on Rules-

Shall not report any rule or order which shall operate to prevent the 
motion to recommit being made as provided in paragraph 4 of Rule XVI. 

When the chairman of the Rules Committee yesterday filed 
the resolution of that committee, I reserved all points of order 
against the resolution because it seemed to me to be an out
rageous violation of our rules that no motion to recommit was 
possible; that not even one motion to recommit was afforded 
this House. Search your precedents for that, you parliamen
tarians! It is no answer to the spirit of the rule that this is a 
conference report and not a bill. The rule makes no such dis
tinction. Nor is it any answer that a motion to recommit 
would be ineffectual because the Senate conferees may have 
adjourned. Answer any way you try, the apparent purpose of 
the omission to include the right of one motion to recommit is 
to deprive the House of further action on the measure. It may 
be, as stated by the press and the country generally, that the 
best thing to stabilize the present business uncertainty caused 
by this bill would be to finally dispose of it in some way. You 
are at least obeying that mandate. 

The only provision missing from this rule, the only last and 
final stroke against free discussion of legislation affecting_ 
130,000,000 people, is a provision that " any Member opposed to 
the bill shall not be permitted to vote." It comes as a surprise 
that the rule did not disenfranchise the opponents of the meas
ure. To leave that out must have been an oversight. 

Fear not, you Democrats, that the Democratic minority on 
the · Rules Committee did not protest against this outrageous 
procedure. Like the entire Democratic delegation from New 
York, they have fought this bill at e'~ry step. ·· 0ur voices may 
be weak now. In June we may be :flaying the windmills, but 
in November the cause of righteous and just and ordinary fair
ness will reap a harvest. The American people are too good 
sportsmen, they love fair play too much to further countenance 
such " steam rolling." They will stand for the old steam roller 
for a while, they will watch it go up the street, but when it 
turns around and continues to back up and roll over the help
less minority victim time and time again, then the ·unequaled 
sense of fair play will protest so loudly that the voices of yes
terday ineffective in a little room in the gallery floor of this 
Capitol Building will be heard from Cape Cod to San Diego. 
We Democrats accept the challenge of the czars. 

So much for the outrageous violation of all our rules of 
procedure. 

As to the merits of this tariff bill, as to the rates it inlposes, 
the American people almost as a unit tremble at the conse
quences of the enactment of this legislation. At least 85 per 
cent of our press, irrespective of their party affiliations, de
nounce the bill as the most iniquitous ever conjured. Mark you 
well, ladies and gentlemen, another Republican protective tariff 
bill will never be enacted. Inwardly all the leaders of your 
party feel like the colored soldier when he was embarking at 
Brest for home. A friend asked him how he felt about the war. 
The colored boy replied, "Well, it was all right; but this is 
my last World War." This is your last tariff bill. 

Scores of foreign nations, · protesting in vain at the bill's 
unfair discrimination against friendly countries, threaten, and 
have already enacted, reprisals which will tend to destroy our 
foreign commerce and our friendship with the nations of the 
world. We stand before the world to-day as a financial bully, 
drunk with wealth, sneeringly threatening to destroy the eco
nomic status of the poorer and economically weaker nations 
of the world. So repugnant is the measure, even to Republicans 
of the House and Senate, that scores of Members in both bodies 
who ordinarily have favored a protective tariff are nauseated at 
the extremities to which this bill has gone and can not stomach 
its mi.-Americanism and its injustice. Capitalists, bankers, 
boards of trade, chambers of commerce, business men, big and 
little, counted heretofore as favoring the policy of "protec
tion," have already flooded Congress and the White House 
with their most vehement protests against the possible enact
ment of this vicious brigandage. Not one voice in ten thousand 
has been raised in support of this tariff bill. The farmers, for 
70 years the backbone of the Republican Party and " protection," 
are incensed at its provisions.. The "light" has finally broken 
on them. When they finally saw the possibility of a high tariff 
on the shingles and the floor boards ef the old barn they rebelled, 
but to no avail. The industrial East, from which the votes come 
which will pass this bill, will attempt to continue to deceive 
the farmer into voting the Republican ticket. We hall see in 
November whether the farmers will forget. 
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For the first time the eyes of labor are opened and the wqge 

earner abhors the bill. Business fears its consequence. Wall 
Street and the secm·ity exchanges of the country fear its enact
ment as the last straw which will crash all the security mar
kets. Recently, on rumors and hopes that the bill might not 
become a law, the already demoralized markets buoyed up. 
There was a flurry on the up ide. This morning the markets 
broke further, and no one can guess what will happen Monday. 
What will happen when the bill shall become a law by the 
President's signature? There are many people who believe we 
shall then have the worst market crash of recent times. 

Who really wants this bill? Oh, yes; the Grundys and the 
Mellons and the Garys want it, and their satellites and their 
hirelings submit to their master's voices. But the people of 
the consuming public, the " little fellows," do not want it, aye, 
even " business" does not want it. Many a prayer will rise to 
heaven after to-day that the Chief Executive at the other end 
of Pennsylvania Avenue will be brave enough, fair enough, · 
American enough to do the big thing and veto this bill. If 
he does not, if he lacks the courage of red-blooded American 
manhood, we Democrats, we, who have actively and with all our 
voice and with all our strength and with all our resources, have 
opposed this imposition of another billion dollars of tribute on 
our people, we still stand adamant, maybe with our backs to 
the wall to-day, but we have our feet firmly planted at 
Thermopylae. We accept this challenge to the American people. 
We have only to wait until November. Then, when the burden
some effects of this, your handicraft, shall be felt by our people, 
in that cold gray realization of the autumnal dawn, we shall 
still be there-fighting . . We accept the gauntlet you have 
thrown down. We snatch it up! We accept your brazen chal
lenge! We will meet you in November, at Philippi. [Ap
plause.] 

I reserve the balance o' my time. 
Mr. POU. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]. . 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen, 20 

years ago the country was tremendously aroused against what 
was then known all through the Nation as Cannonism and 
against the Cannon rules. Why? Because under the then ex
isting rules of the House the Speaker possessed unlimited power. 
He was czar, he was in absolute control and all were obliged 
to pay homage to him-he was supreme. For nearly three 
term he ruled the House with an iron hand-he appointed all 
the committees and controlled the legislation of this House. 
You, Mr. Speaker, and some of you gentlemen recollect the 
prolonged struggle that took place in the Sixty-first Congress 
to bring about the overthrow of C~nnonism and the struggle 
to di est him of that unlimited power which he assumed and 
exercised over Congress. You, Mr. Speaker, and others remem
ber the two days and two nights struggle in which finally a 
majority succeeded in freeing itself from the yoke of tyranny 
of the Speaker by adopting rules which took from him the 
power of appointment of committees and generally liberalizing 
the rules of the House and making Congress again a deliberate 
legislative body. The country acclaimed it a great victory, and 
the Members of the House attained the fr~edom of action and 
deliberation which the Constitution · originally provided. The 
Hou e become responsive to the needs of the Na:tion. The rule 
that you have brought out to-day, to my mind, is more vicious 
than the old Cannon rules which bound the membership of the 
House for many years and specially so during Speaker Cannon's 
regime. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I feel that the time 
is fast approaching when the country again will be aroused 
against the methods pursued by you gentlemen now in control 
of this House. This rule deprives the Members of the House of 
rights and privileges that we have at all times felt were ours 
and have jealously guarded. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule provides that no points of order may 
lie against the reports or any provision in the reports. 

We have heretofore believed we were protected against legis
lation on the part of conferees. We know how often the con
ferees endeavor to u urp the power of Congre s and write into 
a conference report provisions that have been rejected by the 
Hou e. 

But we were afeguarded under the present exi ting rules. 
We could raise a point of order against any matter that was 
not originally in the House or the Senate bill, and we could 
limit and prevent the usurpation of power on the part of the 
conferees whenever they exceeded their authority, and thereby 
preserve ours and the rights of the House. 

But under this rule that protection and that right and privi
Jeae is taken away. I do not, nor do you, know what is con
tained in the two conference reports for .which you will shortly 
vote. But regardless of wha.t they contain, whether outside of 
the House or the Senate bill, you are told that you can not ob-. 

ject, you can not make any point o:f order against them, and you 
are obliged to take it as submitted by the, by this rule, all-power
ful conferees. 

Mr. Speaker, I view with alarm this dangerous proceeding, 
and some day you who are trying to interrogate me and ask
ing that I yield to you may regret that you have gone as far 
as you have gone with this rule. I feel that the time has ar
rived that we should protect ours as well as the rights of this 
House, that we should have some voice in the legi lation, espe
cially such important legislation as this. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. SABATH. I yield. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Of course, the gentleman knows that we 

had a vote on the first conference report. . Did the gentleman, 
or anybody else, raise any point of order in the House when that 
opportunity was offered? 

Mr. SABATH. I am not a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, and I do not know whether the committee reserved 
its rights at that time or not. I invariably do not mix in mat
ters of other committees, where I feel that they are competent 
to protect themselves and the House. [Applau e.] 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, under this special 
rule within a few hours we will be comp~lled to vote on the 
most important legislation or bill ever presented to the House. 
This tariff bill is most iniquitous and the highest in the history 
of the Nation. What justification, what excuse, you gentlemen 
who . vote for this bill will be able to make or give for vour 
action is extremely difficult for me to fcresee. ~ 

Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen of the Hou e, I and all 
who have the interest of our country and not the interest of the 
privileged and specially protected monopolies at heart will of 
necessity be compelled to vote against this bill and will deplore 
its pas age. Nevertheless I feel that business conditions de
mand that we put to an end the 14 months' long uncertainty and 
exasperating delay which in a great measure bas been re
sponsible for the general depression, the ruination of business 
and brought about the continuous great unemployment in ou~ 
land. At one time I was hopeful that we would pass a bill that 
would be helpful and beneficial, but I am in grave doubt as to 
the final effect of this legislation on the counh-y, and I a sure 
you, Mr. Speaker, that I would be immensely pleased and grate
ful if my apprehensions were unfounded and that the reverse 
might be true, as after all I am tremendously interested that 
confidence be restored and reestablished and that employment be 
found for all willing hands, so that the country could again 
attain that forward stride that spells progress and pro perity. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLAOK]. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House I 
want to say one thing for the gentlen:ran from New York [Mr. 
SNELL] that when he has to perform an ope'ration he does it 
quickly without an anre thetic. [Laughter.] 

This tariff bill represents the first principles of polished pecu
lation-take it, take as much as possible, take it safely. This 
is a titanic larceny. It is superextortion. We all remember 
the early days of this extravaganza of theft. How the hordes 
of the privileged descended like a plague on the Capitol and 
began to eat out the heart of American prosperity. With eager 
eyes and clutching hands they waited .outside of the Ways and 
Means room to get theirs, and they did not wait in vain. 

The President had promised a tariff revision limited in scope, 
and now he must sign this atrocity without rime, reason, o1· 
limit, or off with his head. Congress has betrayed the people. 
The Reputlican Party has delivered for its financial backers. 
A colossal iniquity has been contrived by the Republicans to 
make two classes in America-the extremely rich and the ex
tremely poor. 

A party can be bribed as well as an individual, and the Re
publican Party was paid two years ago to do the cruel injustice 
of to-day. In the name of protection we are fastened with 
extortion. 

Old King Canute GRUNDY held up his hand and the flow of 
trade stopped. He has passed away politically, but this tariff 
bill is his last will and testament to take care of all his blood 
relatives of protection. None of them need guardians. 

As GRUNDY hath gone so shall ye all go. This is one time the 
Republicans are not going to get away with it. [Applause.] 

M'r. POU. Mr. Speaker, the curtain is about to fall on the last 
scene in the legislative drama, which has engaged the attention 
of the country for well-nigh .as months. The bill has been dis
cussed at length, and the time bas passed when any argument 
against the bill can be of any avail whatsoever. Suffice it to 
say that you are about to pass the highest tariff bill in 140 
years. , · 

There has been no demand for. this legi lation. ,The files of 
the committee in the House and in the Senate will not disclose 
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that the voice of any considerable portion of America bas been 
raised asking fO'r any ucb legislation. On the contrary, there 
has been almost a nation-wide protest against the passage of 
the bill. Not only that, there is now almost a world-wide pro
test against the passage of any such legislation. It is the an
swer of the party in power to the cry of bankrupt agriculture 
for relief. 

For e\ery dime that you put into one pocket of the American 
farmer by this bill you take out a dollar from the other pocket. 
It is your answer to the plea for work of 3 000,000 American 
workingmen who are out of employment. The bill means cur
tailment of production because of loss of market and therefore 
increase in the number of the unemployed. It is your answer to 
the plea of the bread lines that exist to-day in every city in 
America. . 

Mr. Speaker, there has been some strange, occult influence 
behind this bill somewhere. The wonder is that in the face of 
~uch a protest such a measure could be put through. It must 
be that there has been an influence behind the bill that has not 
been fully disclo ed. It must be that the select few who con
tlibute thousands to uccessful campaigns are the hidden but 
compelling influence behind this bill, because they expect mil
lions in return for the thousands they put up. Under the 
operation of this bill tbey ·wm not be di~appointed. 

Mr. Speaker, I think it is putting it mildly if I say that Presi
dent Hoover's administration has been a disappointment. He is 
an estimable gentleman and I respect him very lJighly, but I do 
not think any voice will be raised to dispute the statement that 
up to this good hour his administration has been a disappoint
ment. It is aid that opportunity knock once at the door of 
every man. When this bill is canied to the White House op
portunity will knock at the door of Herbert Hoover. If he 
would reinstate himself, if be would sub erve the best interests 
of America, if be would regain the good will of the world, he 
will veto the most vicious piece of legislation that has ever been 
sent to the White House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Will he have the courage to do it, Mr. Speaker? We can only 
wait and ee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I had re erved some time because 
I expected that our friends on the Democratic side of the House 
would present some new arguments why this rule should not be 
adopted at the present time, but the arguments they have used 
have been the same ones they have used against every rule 
which has been pre ented in this House since I have been a 
Member. Thus far it has not had any special effect upon the 
membership of the House. Therefore, I shall not try to answer 
them at the present time but shall move the previous question on 
the adoption of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question· was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-

tion. 
The que tion wa taken. 
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there wer~yeas 222, nays 140, 

answered "present" 1, not voting 65, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Adkins 
Andrest>n 
Andl'cw 
Arentz 
A swell 
Bacharach 
Bachmann 
Bacon 
Baird 
Harbour 
Beedy 
Beers 
Blackburn 
Bolton 
Bowman 
Brand, Ohio 
Bri~ham 
Britten 
Rrumm 
Buckbee 
Burdick 
Butler 
Campbell, ra. 
Carter, Calif. 
Carter, Wyo. 
Chalmers 
Chase 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Clancy 
Clark, Md. 
Clarke, N.Y. 

[Roll No. 68] 
YEAB-222 

Cochran, Pa. 
Cole 
Colton 
Connery 
Connolly 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Coyle 
Crail 
Crowther 
Culkin 
Darrow 
Davenport 
Dempsey 
Denison 
De Priest 
DeRouen 
Dickinson 
Dontrich 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunbar 
Dyer 
Eaton, C'olo. 
Eaton, N.J. 
Elliott 
Ellis 
Engleb1·i gb t 
Estep 
Evans, CaUf. 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fo . 
Free 

Freeman 
li'rench 
Garber, Okla. 
Garber, Va. 
Gifford 
Goodwin 
Graham 
Green 
Guyer 
Hadley 
Hale 
Hall, Ill. 
Hall, Ind. 
Hall, N. Da.k. 
Hancock 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hess 
Hickf'y 
Hill, Wash. 
Hoch 
Hogg 
Holaday 
Hooper 
Hope 
Hopkins 
Houston, Del. 
Hudson 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Morton D. 
Hull, William E. 
Irwin 
Jenkins 

Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Nebr. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jonas, N.C. 
Kading 
Kahn 
Kearns 
Kelly 
Kemp 
Kendall, Ky. 
Kiefner 
Kiess 
Kinzer 
Kopp 
Korell 
Lampert 
Langley 
Lankford, Va. 
Lea 
Leavitt 
Leech 
Lehlbach 
Letts 
Luce 
McClintock, Ohio 
McCormick, Ill. 
McFadden 
McLaughlin 
McLeod 
Magrady 
Manlove 
Mapes 
Martin 

Menges 
Merritt 
Michaelson 
Michener 
Miller 
Montet 
Moore, Ohio 
Morgan 
Mouser 
Murphy 
Nelson. Me. 
Newhall 
Niedringhaus 
O"Connor, La. 
O'Connor, Okla. 
Palmer 
Parker 
Perkins 
Pittenger 
Pratt, Ruth 
Pritchard 
Purnell 

Abernethy 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold . 
Auf der Heide 
Ayres . 
Bell 
Black 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Box 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Browne 
Browning 
Brunner 
Busby 
Campbell, Iowa 
Canfield 
Carley 
Cartwright 
Celler 
Clark, N.C. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Collier 
Cooper, Tenn. 
Corning 
Cox 
Craddock 
Crisp 
Cross 
Crosser 
Cullen 
Dickstein 

Ramt>y, Frank M. 
Ransley 
Reece 
Reid, Ill. 
Hobinson 
Rogers 
Row bottom 
Sanders, N.Y. 
Schafer, Wis. 
Sears 
Seger 
Shaffer, Va. 
Short, Mo. 
Shott, W. Va . . 
Shreve 
Simmons 
Simms 

· Sloan 
Smith, Idaho 
Snell 
Snow 
Sparks 

Speaks 
Spearin<~ 
Sproul, Ill. 
Stafford 
Stalker 
Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Sullivan, Pa. 
Summer ·, Wash. 
Swanson 
Swick 
Swing 
Taber 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Temple 
Thatcher 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tilson 
'l'imber-lake 
'finkham 

Treadway 
Turpin 
Vestal 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watres 
Watson 
Welsh, Pa. 
Whitley 
Wi.~~lesworth 
Williamson 
Wilson 
Wolfenden 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Wolverton, W.Va. 
Wood 
Woodruff 
Wurzbach 
Yates 
Zihlman 

NAYS-140 
Dominick 
Dough ton 
Douglas, Ariz. 
Doxey 
Drewry 
Driver 
Edwards 
Eslick 
IDva.ns, Mont. 
Fisher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fuller 
Fulmer 
Gambrill 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gasque 
Gavagan 
Glover 
Goldsborough 
Granfield 
Greenwood 
Gregory 
Griffin 
Hall, Miss. 
Halsey 
Hammer 
Hare 
Hastings 
Hill, Ala. 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Hull, Wis. 
Igoe 
J effers 

ANSWERED 

Johnson, Okla. Palmisano 
Johnson,TeL Parks 
Jones, Tex. Patman 
Kennedy Patterson 
K(>rr Pou 
Kincheloe Prall 
Knutson Quayle. 
Kmlc Quin 
LaGuardia Ragon 
Lanham Rainey, Henry T. 
Lankford, Ga. Ramseyer 
Lindsay Ramspeck 
Linthicum Rankin 
Lozier Rutherford 
Ludlow Sabath 
McClintic, Okla. Sanders, Tex. 
McCormack, Mass. Sandlin 
McDuffie Schneider 
McKeown Selvig 
McMillan Sirovich 
McSwain Smith, W. Ya. 
Mansfield Somers, N.Y. 
Mead Steagall 
Milligan Sullivan, N. Y. 
Montague Sumners, Tex. 
Mooney Tarver 
Moore, Ky. Tucker 
Moore, Va. Underwood 
Morehead Vinson, Ga. 
Nelson, Mo. Warren 
O'Connell Welch, Calif. 
O'Connor, N. Y. Whitehead 
Oldfield Wbi ttington 
Oliver, Ala. Woodrum 
Oliver, N.Y. Wright 

" PRESENT "-1 
Douglass, Mass. 

NOT VOTING-65 
Aldrich Davis Kunz Sinclair 
Allen Doyle Klu-tz Sproul, Kans. 
Bankhead Esterly Lambertson Stedman 
Beck Finley Larsen Stevenson 
Bland Fitzgerald McReynolds Stone 
Bohn h'ort Maas Taylor, Colo. 
Buchanan Frear Nelson, Wis. Underhill 
Burtness Gibson Nolan Vincent, Mich. 
Byrns Golder Norton Walker 
Cable Hartlt'y Owen White 
Cannon Hofilnan Peavey Williams 
Christgau Hull, Tenn. Porter Wingo 
Collins James Pratt, Harcourt J. Wyant 
Cooke Johnson, TIL Rayburn Yon 
Cramton Johnston, Mo. Reed1 N.Y. 
Curry Kendall, Pa. RomJue 
Dallinger Ketcham Seiberling 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs : 
On the vote: 
Mr. Dallinger (for) with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts (against). 
Mr. Cramton (for) with Mr. Byrns (against). 
Mr. White (.for) with Mr. Wingo (against). 
Mr. Walker (for) with Mr. Christgau (against). 
Mr. Esterly (for) with Mr. Bland (against). 
Mr. Ketcham (for) with Mr. Sproul of Kansas (against). 
Mr. Beck (for) with Mr. Stedman (against). 
Mr. Underhill (for) with Mr. Davis (against). 
Mr. Aldridge (for) with 1\Ir. Bankhead (against). 
Mr. Allen (for) with Mr. Doyle (against). 
Mr. Johnston of Missouri (for) with Mr. Peavey (against). 
Mr. Sinclair (for) with :Mr. Larsen (against) . . 
Mr. Reed of New York (for) with Mr. Nelson of Wisconsin (against). 
Mr. Fort (for) with Mrs. Norton (against). 
Mr. Finley (for) wUh Mr. Stevenson (against). 
Mr. Hartley (for) with Mr. Lambertson (against). 
Mr. Gibson (for) with Mr. Maas (again t). 
Mr. Hoffman (.for) with Mr. Williams (against). 
Mr. Bohn (for) with Mr. Hull of Tennessee (against). 
Mr. Wyant (for) with Mr. Romjue (against). 
Mr. Cable (for) with Mr. Cannou (against). 
Mr. Porter (for) with Mr. Kunz (against). 
Mr. Harcourt J. Pratt (fOl') with Mr. Rayburn (against). 
Mrs. Owen (for) with Mr. Nolan (against). 
Mr. Kendall of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. McReynolds (against). 
Mr. Kurtz (for) with Mr. Collins (against). 
Mr. Golder (for) with Mr. Buchanan (against). 
Mr. Curry (for) with Mr. Taylor of Colorado (against). 
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Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I voted 

" no," but I wish to withdraw that vote and be paired with Mr. 
DALLINGER, who would vote "aye." 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
COMMISSIONERS UNDER THE COURT OF OLAIMS 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present for printing under 
the rule a conference report on the bill (H. R. 7822) amend
ing section 2 and repealing section 3 of the act approved Feb
ruary 24, 1925 ( 43 Stats. 964, ch. 301), entitled "An act to 
authorize the appointment of commissioners by the Court of 
Claims and to prescribe their powers and compensation," and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TILSON). Ordered printed 
and referred to the Union Calendar. 

THE TARIFF BILL 

1\Ir. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference reports 
on the bill H. R. 2667, the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon 
calls up the conference reports on the bill H. R. 2667, the tariff 
bill. Under the rule the Clerk will read the statement accom
panying the reports. 

The Clerk began the reading of the statement, as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on thE' 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Sen
ate to the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce 
with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, 
to protect American labor, and for other purposes, submit the following 
written statement .in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the conferees and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report--

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the statement may be dispenseil with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is , there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker
and I do not intend to object-but I do want to call attention to 
the fact that when it is necessary to bring in a political rule 
for the purpose of protecting certain of the membership in cer
tain things, they usually make a mess of it If this ununimous 
consent were not granted, this House could not vote on the con
ference report until at least half past 8 o'clock to-night and it 
would take three hours' debate under the rule which the Com
mittee on Rules brought in for the purpose of protecting instead 
of promoting the interest of Members of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 
The conference reports and statements are as follows: 

[H. Rept. No. 1892] 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on. those amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with 
foreign cotmtries, to encourage the industries of the United 
States, to protect American labor, and for other purposes, upon 
which an agreement was reported by a previous committee of 
conference to the House on April 28, 1930 (H. Rept. 1326), and 
to the Senate on April 29, 1930 ( S. Doc. 138), having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recon..mend and do 
recomiJ:lend to their respective liouses as follows: 

That the same action with respect to such amendments (ex
cept amendments numbered 327, 424, 425, 454, 657, 848, and 849) 
be taken as recommended in the report of such previous com
mittee of conference. A print of such report is appended hereto 
for the information of the Senate and House. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 424, 
42), 454, 848, and 849. 

Amendment numbered 327 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 327, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 367. (a) Watch movements, and time-keeping, time
measuring, or time-indicating mechanisms, devices, and instru
ments, whether or not designed to be worn or carried on or 
about the person, all the foregoing, if less than 1.77 inches wide, 
whether or not in cases, containers, or housings: 

"(1) If more than 1lh inches wide, $1.25 each; if more than 
1.2 inches but not more than 1lh inches wide, $1.40 each; 
if more than 1 inch but not more than 1.2 inches wide, $1..55 
each ; if more than nine-tenths of 1 inch but not more than 1 
inch wide, $1.75 each; if more than eight-tenths of 1 inch but 
not more than nine-tenths of 1 inch wide, $2 each; if more than 

six-tenths of 1 inch but not more than eight-tenths of 1 inch 
wide, $2.25 each; if si~-tenths of 1 inch or less wide, $2.50 each. 

"(2) In the case of any of the foregoing having no jewels or 
only one jewel, the above rates shall be reduced by 40 per cent. 

"(3) Any of the foregoing having more than seven jewels 
shall be subject to an additional duty of 15 cents for each jewel 
in excess of seven. 

" ( 4) Any of the foregoing shall be subject to an additional 
duty of $1 for each adjustment of whatever kind (treating ad
justment to temperature as two adjustments) in accordance 
with the markings as hereinafter provided. 

" ( 5) Any of the foregoing shall be subject to an addi tiona I 
duty of $1 each, if constructed or designed to operate for a 
period in excess of 47 hours without rewinding, or if self
winding, or if a self-winding device may be incorporated 
therein. 

"(6) Any of the foregoing having more than 17 jewels, 
whether adjusted or unadjusted, and whether with or without 
dials, shall, in lieu of the duties provided in clau es (1), {2), 
(3), (4), and (5), be subject to a duty of $10.75 each. 

"(b) All the foregoing shall have cut, engraved, or die sunk, 
conspicuously and indelibly on one or more of the top plates or 
bridge : The name of the country of manufacture; the name 
of the manufacturer or purchaser; in words and in Arabic 
numerals the number of jewels, if any, serving a mechanical 
purpose as frictional bearings; and, in words and in Arabic 
numerals, the number and classes of adjustments, or, if 
unadjusted, the word ' unadjusted.' 

" (c) Parts for any of the foregoing shall be dutiable as 
follows: 

"(1) Parts (except pillar or bottom plates, or their equiva
lent, bridges or their equivalent, and jewels) imported in the 
same shipment with complete movements, mechanism"', devices, 
or instruments, provided for in subparagraph (a) of this para
graph (whether or not suitable for use in such movements, 
mechanisms, devices, or instruments), 45 per centum ad 
valorem; but this clause of this subparagraph shall not be ap
plicable to that portion of all the parts in the shipment which 
exceeds in value 4 per cent of the value of such complete 
movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments; 

"(2) Pillar or bottom plates or their equivalent, shall be 
subject to one-half the amount of duty which would be borne 
by the complete movement, mechanism, device, or instrument 
for which suitable. 

" ( 3) Each assembly or subassembly ( unle s dutiable under 
clau e (1) of this subparagraph) consisting of two or more 
parts or pieces of metal or other material join~d or fastened 
together shall be subject to a duty of 3 cents for each such part 
or piece of material, except that in the case _of jewels the duty 
shall be 15 cents instead of 3 cents, and except that in the case 
of pillar or bottom plates or their equivalent the duty shall be 
the rate provided in clause (2) of this subparagraph in tead of 
3 cents, and except that in the ca e of a balance assembly the 
duty shall be 50 cents for the assembly instead of 3 cents for 
each part or piece thereof. No assembly or subassembly shall 
be subject to a greater amount of duty than would be borne by 
the complete movement, mechanism, device, or instrument for 
which suitable, nor to a less rate of duty than 45 per cent 
ad valorem. For the purpose of this clause a balance assembly 
shall be an assembly consisting of a balance wheel, balance 
staff, and hairspring, with or without the other parts commer
cially known as parts of a balance assembly. For the purpose 
of this clause bimetallic balance wheels (not part of a balance 
assembly), and mainspring with riveted ends, shall each be 
considered as one part or piece. 

"(4) All other parts (except jewels), 65 per cent ad valorem. 
"(d) Jewels, suitable for use in any movement, mechanism, 

device, or instrument, dutiable under this paragraph or para
graph 368, or in any meter or compass, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

" (e) Dials for any of the foregoing movements, mechanisms, 
devices, or instruments, if such dials are less than one and 
seventy-seven one hundredths inches wide and are imported 
separately, 5 cents each and 45 per ~ent ad valorem. Dials 
for any of the movements, mechanisms, devices, or in truments 
provided for in this paragraph, whether or not attached 
thereto, shall have stamped, cut, engraved, or die sunk, con
spicuously and indelibly thereon the name of the country of 
manufacture; which marking if the dial is imported attached 
to any of the foregoing movements, mechanisms, devices, or 
instruments, shall be placed on the face of the dial in such 
manner as not to be obscured by any part of the case, con
tainer, or housing. 

"(f) All cases, containers, or housings, designed or suitable 
for the inclosure of any of the foregoing movements, mecha
nisms, devices, or instruments, whether or not containing such 
movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments, and whether 
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finished or unfinished, complete or incomplete, except such con
tainers as are used for shipping pw·poses only : 

"(1) If made of gold or platinum, 75 cents each and 45 per 
cent ad valorem ; 

"(2) if in part of gold, silver, or platinum, or wholly of 
silver, 40 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem; 

"(3) if set with precious, semiprecious, or imitation precious, 
or imitation semiprecious stones, or if prepared for the set
ting of ~ch stones, 40 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem ; 

"(4) if of ba e metal (and not containing gold, silver, or 
platinum), 20 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem; 

"(5) any of the foregoing cases, containers, or housings, if 
enameled, shall be subject to an additional duty of 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

" (g) Any of the foregoing cases, containers, or housings, shall 
have cut, engraved, or die sunk, conspicuously and indelibly on 
the inside of the back cover, the name in full of the manufacturer 
or pm·chaser and the name of the country of manufacture. 

"(h) For the purposes of this paragraph the width of any 
movement, mechanism, device, or instrument, shall be the short
est surface dimension through the center of the pillar or 
bottom plate, or its equivalent, not including in the measure
ment any portion not essential to the functioning of the move-
ment, mechanism, device, or instrument. . 

"(i) For the purposes of this paragraph and paragraph 368 
the term ' jewel ' includes substitutes for jewels. 

"(j) An article required by this paragraph to be marked 
shall be denied entry unless marked in exact conformity with 
the requirements of this paragraph." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 657: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 657, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " Filaments of rayon or other synthetic textile, single or 
grouped, and yarns of rayon or other synthetic . textile, · singles, 
all the foregoing not specially provided for, weighing 150 
deniers or more per length of 450 meters, 45 per cent ad 
valorem ; weighing less than 150 deniers per length of 450 
meters, 50 per cent ad valorem ; and, in addition, yarns of 
rayon or other synthetic textile, plied, shall be subject to an 
additional duty of 5 per cent ad valorem : P1·oviaea, That none 
of the foregoing filaments shall be subject to a less duty than 
40 cents per pound, and none of the foregoing yarns shall be 
subject to a less duty than 45 cents per pound. Any of the 
foregoing yarns if having more than 20 turns twist per inch 
shall be subject to an additional cumulative duty of 45 cents 
per pound " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. C. HAWLEY, 
ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
ISAAC BACHARACH, 

Managers on the part of the HoU8e. 
REED SMOOT, 

JAMES E. WATSON, 
SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Managers mt the part of the Senate. 

55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 74, 75, 76, 
77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97' 98, 99, 100, 101, 
103, 105, 107, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 116, 117, 119, 120, 122, 123, 
124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 
139, 140, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, 152, 153, 154, 155, 
156, 157, 158, 161, 162, 164, 165, 166, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 
179, 180, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 194, 196, 197, 198, 
199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 210, 211, 216, -217, 218, 219, 222, 225, 229, 
231, 232, 233, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 
249, 250, 251, 252, 255, 256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 262, 264, 267, 268, 
269,270,271,273,274, 275,276, 277,278,279,280,281,282, 283, 286, 
287, 288, 290, 291, 295, 296, 297, 300, 301, 302, 303, 304, 305, 308, 
309,310,313,314,316,318,320,321,322,323, 324,325, 326,333,334, 

. 338, 339, 345, 351, 352, 353, 354, 355, 356, 357, 358, 359, 360, 361, 
362, 363, 365, 366, 278, 388, 389, 390, 391, 393, 397, 398, 399, 400, 
402, 403, 406, 407, 408, 409, 410, 411, 412, 413, 414, 415, 416, 417, 
418, 419, 420, 421, 422, 423, 424, 426, 427, 428, 430, 431, 433, 434, 
435, 436, 437' 438, 439, 441, 442, 443, 444, 445, 446, 449, 450, 451, 
452, 453, 455, 456, 457, 458, 459, 460, 461, 462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 
467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 480, 
481, 482, 486, 487, 488, 489; 490, 491, 493, 494, 495, 496, 497, 498, 
499, 500, 501, 502, 503, 504, 505, 506, 507, 508, 509, 510, 511, 512, 
515, 516, 517, 518, 519, 520, 522, 523, 524, 525, 526, 527, 528, 530, 
531, 532, 533, 534, 535, 536, 537' 538, 539, 540, 541, 542, 543, 544, 
545; 546, 547, 548, 549, 550, 551, 552, 553, 554, 555, 556, 558, 559, 
560, 561, 562, 563, 564, 566, 567, 568, 569, 570, 571, 574, 575, 577, 
578, 580, 581, 582, 583, 584, 585, 587, 593, 595, 596, 597, 598, 599, 
600, 601, 602, 604, 605, 606, 608, 610, 611, 612, 613, 614, 617, 618, 
619, 620, 624, 625, 626, 627, 628, 629, 630, 631, 632, 633, 634, 635, 
636, 637, 638, 639, 640, 641, 642, 643, 644, 645, 646, 648, 650, 653, 
654, 656, 658, 659, 660, 661, 662, 663, 664, 665, 666, 668, 670, 672, 
674, 676, 678, 680, 683, 685, 686, 687, 688, 689, 691, 692, 694, 695, 
696, 697, 698, 699, 702, 703, 704, 705, 706, 710, 711, 712, 713, 715, 
716, 717, 720, 721, 722, 723, 725, 726, 727, 728, 730, 731, 734, 735, 
736, 737, 738, 739, 740, 743, 744, 749, 750, 751, 752, 753, 754, 755, 
756, 758, 762, 763, 766, 767, 768, 772, 775, 776, 777, 778, 779, 78Q, 
781, 782, 783, 786, 793, 794, 802, 803, 804, 805, 806, 807, 808, 809, 
812, 813, 814, 816, 818, 819,820, 821, 822, 823, 828, 829, 834, 836, 
837, 838, 839, 840, 842, 843, 844, 845, 846, 850, 855, 857, 861, 889, 
890, 900, 912, 918, 924, 939, 941, 943, 986, 988, 990, 991, 994, 996, 
1000, 1001, 1005, 1011, 1042, 1044, 1045, 1054, 1056, 1065, 1069, 
1073, 1088, 1100, 1101, 1106, 1107, 1108, 1110, 1113, 1115, 1116, 
1118, 1119, 1121, 1122, 1123, 1124, 1125, 1127, 1136, 1137, 1145, 
1148, 1149, 1150, 1154, 1155, 1164, 1167, 1169, 1170, 1172, 1173, 
1175, 1178, 1180, 1181, 1182, 1183, 1184, 1185, 1186, 1187, 1188, 
1189, 1190, 1191, 1192, 1193, 1194, 1195, 1196, 1197, 1199, 1200, 
1201, 1213, 1214, 1215, 1216, 1217, 1218, 1219, 1220, 1221, 1222, 
1223, 1224, 1227, 1229, 1230, 1231, 1232, 1233, 1234, 1236, 1237, 
1238, 1241, 1242, 1243, 1244, 1245, 1246, 1247, 1249, 1250, 1251, 
and 1252, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the Honse recede from its dis-
1 agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and 

agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1% cents " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and 

[S. Doc. 138] , agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
[Print of previous conference report on taritr bill of 1930] I matter proposed to be inserted by the Sen. ate amendment insert 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the " 3lh cents" ; and the Senate agree to the same. . . 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from Its dis-
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign agreement to the am.endment of the Senate numbered ~· and 
countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, to agree to the same With an a~endment as follows: In lien of 
protect American labor, and for other purposes, having met, the m.atter ~ropos~d to. be stncken out by ~.he Senate ~mend
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and ment msert formic acid, 3 cents per pound and a semicolon; 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3 11 Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis-
22, 24, 34, 44, 45, 53, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 104, 108, 109, 118, '141; agreement to the a~endment of the Senate numbered 8, and 
159, 160, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 190, 191, 192, 193, 209, 212, 215, agree to the same w1th. an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
227 234 246 247 248 253 261 263 265 266 298 299 330 331 matter proposed to be rnserted by the Senate amendment insert 
335: 336; 340: 343; 382: 384; 429; 43£ 440: 447: 485: 513: 521: 529: " 5 cents" ; and the Senate agree to the same . 
. 557, 565, 572, 573, 586, 588, 589, 590, 591, 592, 594, 603, 607, 609, Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis· 
616, 621, 622, 623, 647, 651, 655, 667, 669, 671, 673, 675, 677, 679, agreement to the a~endment of the Senate number~d 9, and 
681, 682, 684, 690, 603, 700, 701, 714, 718, 733, 741, 742, 746, 757, agree to the same with.an amendment as follows: In lleu ?f the 
759, 760, 769, 770, 7J3, 774, 788, 789, 790, 792, 796, 801, 810, 811, matter proposed to be mserted by the Senate amendment msert 
815, 826, 831, 832, 833, 835, 841, 847, 852, 853, 854, 856, 858. 859, "11 cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
860, 862, 863, 864, 865, 866, 867, 868, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its 
875, 876, 877, 878, 879, 880, 881, 882, 883, 884, 886, 894, 944, 949, disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nmnbered 14, and 
967, 968, 998, 1007, 1030, 1043, 1097, 1117, 1142, 1143, 1144, 1146, agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
1147, 1153, 1159, 1160, 1162, 1163, 1165, 1166, 1174, 1176, 1177, matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
1198, 1202, 1203, 1204, 1205, 1206, 1207, 1208, 1209, 1210, 1211, " oleic acid or red oil, 20 per cent ad valorem " and a semi-
1212, 1225, 1226, 1228, 1240, 1248, and 1253. colon; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Hou e recede from its disagreement to the amend- Amendment numbered 17: That the House reccue from its dis· 
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 5, 6, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, agl'eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and 
20, 21, 23, 25, 28, 30, 31, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 46, 47, 50, 51, 54, agree t~ the same with a.n amendment as follows: In lieu of the 

' . 
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matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"12 cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"$1.25 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"75 cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert '·' calcium acetate, crude, 1 cent per pound " and a semi
colon ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 30 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 
"pound. 

" (b) Synthetic indigo, ' Colour Index No. 1177,' and sulphur 
black, 'Colour Index No. 978,' 3 cents per pound and 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

" (c) The ad valorem rates provided in this paragraph shall 
be based upon the American selling price (as defined in sub
division (g) of section 402, Title IV) of any similar competitive 
article manufactured or produced in the United States. If." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 73 : That 1.-be House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amendment 
insert "; digitalis, 20 per cent ad valorem"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1%, cents " ; nnd the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "10 per cent ad valorem; drawing ink, 15 per cent"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " three-fourths of" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following: 

" PAR. 51. Menthol, 50 cents per pound ; natural crude cam
phor, 1 cent per pound; natural refined camphor, 5 cents per 
pound; synthetic camphor, 5 cents per pound. If at the end of 
three years after the enactment of this act, the President finds 
that during the preceding six months the domestic production 
by quantity of synthetic camphor did not exceed 25 per cent 
of the domestic con ·umption thereof by quantity, or, at the 
end of four years after the enactment of this act, that during 
the preceding six months such domestic production did not ex
ceed 30 per cent of such consumption, or, at the and of five 
years after the enactment of this act, that during the preceding 
six months such dome tic production did not exceed 50 per cent 
of such consumption, he shall by proclamation so declare and, 
after six months thereafter, the rate on synthetic camphor shall 
be 1 cent per pound. To assist the President in making the 
investigation required by this provision, the Tariff Commission 
is empowered to investigRte, to such extent as may be necessary, 
in the manner provided in the case of investigations under sec
tion 336 of this act, and shall report to the President the result 
of its investigation." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the llou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "3'h cents per pound, but not less than 45 per cent ad 
valorem " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : On page 
24 of the House bill, line 13, after " valorem," insert " euca
lyptus, 15 per cent ad valorem " and a semicolon ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the · Senate numbered 132, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 65. (a) Paints, colors, and pigments, commonly known 
as artists', school, students', or children's paints or colors: 

"(1) In tubes, jars, cakes, pans, or other forms, not exceeding 
llh pounds net weight each, and valued at less than 20 cents 
per dozen pieces, and not as embled in paint sets, kits, or color 
outfits, three-fourths of 1 cent per tube, jar, cake, pan, or 
other form. 

"(2) In tubes, jars, cakes, pans, or other forms, not exceeding 
llh pounds net weight each, and valued at 20 cents or more per 
dozen pieces, and not assembled in paint sets, kits, or color outr 
fits: In tubes or jars, 2 cents per tube or jar and 40 per cent 
ad valorem; in cakes, pans, or other forms, 1~ cents per cake, 
pan, or other form and 40 per cent ad "Valorem. 

"(3) In tubes, jars, cakes, pans, or other form, not exceeding 
llh pounds, net weight each, when assembled in paint sets, kits 
or color outfits, with or without brushe , water pans, outlin~ 
drawings, stencils, or other articles, 70 per cent ad valorem on 
the value as assembled. 

" ( 4) In bulk, or in any form exceeding 1 'h pounds net weight 
each, 8~ cents per ounce. 

"(b) For the purposes of this paragraph, tubes, jars, cakes, 
pans, or other forms, shall not be considered as assembled in a 
paint set, kit, or color outfit, unless assembled in such form and 
container, and with such assortment of merchandise, as to be 
suitable for sale at retail to artists, students, or children, as a 
paint set, kit, or color outfit." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert "containing by weight less than 30 I>er cent of zinc 
sulphide, 1%, cents per pound; containing by weight 30 per 
cent or more of zinc sulphide, 1%, cents per pound and 15 
per cent ad valorem " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 151 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "14 cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment ·numbered 163: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 2% cents per pound " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 167 : That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "$3 per ton"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 181, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following: 

" PAR. 90. Turpentine, gum and spirts of, and rosin, 5 per 
cent ad valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 204 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend· 
ment insert "silica, crude, not specially provided for, $3.50 per 
ton " and a semicolon ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 205: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 205, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
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insert " containing more than 97 per cent of calcium fluoride, 
$5.60 per ton ; containing not more · than 97 per cent of cal
cium fluoride, $8.40 per ton"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 206: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 206, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " ; sand containing 95 per cent or more of silica and 
not more than six-tenths of 1 pe~; ('ent of oxide of iron and 
suitable for use in the manufacture of glass, $2 per ton " : and 
the Senate agree to the same . 

.Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 207, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lien 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 208. (a) Mica, unmanufactured: Valued at not above 
15 cents per pOlmd, 4 cents per pound; valued at above 15 cents 
per pound, 4 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

"(b) Mica, cut or stamped to dimensions, shape, or form, 40 
per cent ad valorem. 

"(c) Mica filnis and splittings, not cut or stamped to dimen· 
sions: Not above twelve ten-thousandths of 1 inch in thick
ness, 25 per cent ad valorem ; over twelve ten-thousandths of 
1 inch in thickness, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

"(d) Mica films and slittings cut or stamped to dimensio"M. 
45 per cent ad valorem. 

"(e) Mica plates and built~up mica, and all manufactures of 
mica, or of which mica is the component material of chief value, 
by whatever name known, and to whatever use applied, and 
whether or not named, described, or provided for in any other 
paragraph of this act, 40 per cent ad valorem. . 

"(f) Untrimmed phlogopite mica from which no rectangular 
piece exceeding 2 inches in length or 1 inch in width may be 
cut, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

"(g) Mica waste and scrap valued at not more than 5 cents 
per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; mica waste and scrap valued 
at more than 5 cents per pound shall be classified as mica, un
manufactured. 

"(h) Mica, ground or pulverized, 20 per cent ad orem." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 208·: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20& and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matteJ.· proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" 35 per cent ad valorem " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 213: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 213, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " in addition to the foregoing there shall be paid a duty 
of 10 cents per dozen separate pieces on all tableware, kitchen
ware, and table and kitchen utensils " and a period ; · and the 
Senate agree · to the same. 

Amendment numbered 214: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the ·Senate numbered 214, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"crystalline lump, chip, or dust, 30 per cent ad valorem ; crys
talline flake, 1.65 cents per pound " ; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"valw em; gauge glass tubes, wholly or in chief value of glass, 
60 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 221 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 221, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
the following : 

" (c) Illuminating articles of every description, finished or un
finished, wholly or in chief value of glass, for use in connection 
with artificial illumination : Prisms, glass chandeliers, and arti
cles in cbief value of prisms, 60 per cent ad valorem; chimneys, 
55 per cent ad valorem ; globes and shades, 70 per cent ad 
valorem; all others, 60 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That 
parts not specially provided for, wholly or in· chief value of 
glass, of any of the foregoing shall be subject to the same rate 
of duty as the artiCles of which they are parts." 
· And the Senate agree to the same. 
-Amendment numbered 22.3: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numhe1·ed 223, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be ~tricken out by the Senate amend-

• 

nient insert " 'l'hat none of the foregoing weighing less than 16 
ounces but not less than 12 ounces per square foot shall be sub
ject to a less rate of duty than 50 per cent ad valorem: Pro· 
vided turth([r" and a comma; and th~ Senate agree to the 
sam~ , 

Amendment numbered 224: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 224, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed ~to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "That cylinder, crown, and sheet glass, imported in 
boxes, shall be denied entry unless packed in units containing 
5~ square feet or multiples thereof, as nearly as sizes will per
mit, and the duty shall be computed thereon according to actual 
weight of glass"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 226: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 226, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amer.dment 
insert " 720 square inches, 17 cents per square foot; above that 
and not exceeding 1,008 square inc.bes, 171h cents peP squar~ · 
foot; all above that, 1~%, cents per square foot"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. • 

Amendment numbered 228 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 228, 
.and agree to the same -with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 15 cents " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 230 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "15 cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 254: That the House recede from its 
·disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 254 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by -the Senate amendment insert 
" granular . or sponge iron, $2.25 per ton " and a semicolon; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 272: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 272 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu df the 
matter proposed to be stricken o-qt by the Senate amendment 
insert " : P·rovided further, That on hollow bars and hollow 
drill steel valued at more than 4 cents per pound there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid an additional duty of three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound"; and the Senate agree to the saine. . 

Amendment ·numbered 284: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 284 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate ·amendment insert 

, the following: 
" (b) Ingots, shot, bars,. sheets, wire, or other forms, not spe

cially provided for, or scrap, containing more than 50 per cent 
of tungsten, tungsten carbide, molybdenum, or molybdenum car
bide, or combinations thereof: Ingots, shot, bars, or scrap, 50 
per cent ad valorem; sheets, wire, or other forms, 60 per c~nt 
ad valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 285 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 285, and 
agree to the same with an ·amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"50"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendm·ent numbered 289 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 289, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"35 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" staples, in strip form, for u e in paper fasteners or stapling 
machines, 2 cents per pound " and a semicolon; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 293: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 293, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert ." 8¥2 cents per pound and 40 " ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 294: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the ·amendment of the Senate numbered 294, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
tbe matter proposed to be st1·icken out by the Senate amendment 
insert "; the foregoing rates shall apply to the foregoing articles 
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whether or not containing electrical heating elements as conStit
. uent ·parts thereof"; and the Senate agre9 to the same. 

. . · Amendment numbered 306: That the House recede from its 
uisagreement to the amendment of the Senate m;unbered 306, 
and agree to the saine With an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
im;ert "35 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 307: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 307, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
.insert" 11~ cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 311: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 311, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "·55 per cent ad valorem, unless in chief value of glass, 
in which case the rate shall be 70 per cent"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. · 
. Amenllment numbered 312: That the House recede from its 
-di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
Insert "35 per cent ad valorem, unless in chief value of glass, 
in which case the rate shall be 60 per ·cent"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 315: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 315, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " valorem; drawing instruments, and parts thereof, wholly 
or in chief value of metal, 45 per cent ad valorem " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 317: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 317, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " valued at not more than $2 per dozen, 5 cents each 
and 60 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than $2 per dozen, 
10 cents each and 60 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 319: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 319, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following: · 

"PAR. 364. Bells (except church and similar bells and caril
lons), finished or unfinished, and parts thereof, 50 per cent ad 
valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 327: That the House recede from its, 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 327, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 367. (a) Watch movements, and other time-keeping, 
time-measuring, or time-indicating mechanisms, devices, and in
struments, all the foregoing designed to be, or such as ordi
narily are, worn or carried on or about the person, if less than 
one and seventy-seven one-hundredths inches wide, whether or 
not in cases, containers, or housings : 

" ( 1) If more than one and one-half inches wide, $1.25 each ; if 
more than one and two-tenths inches but not more than one and 
one-half inches wide, $1.40 each ; if more than one inch but not 
more than one and two-tenths inches wide, $1.55 each ; if more 
than nine-tenths of one inch but not more than one inch wide, 
$1.75 each; if more than eight-tenths of one inch but not more 
than nine-tenths of one inch wide, $2 each ; if more than six
tenths of one inch but not more than eight-tenths of one inch 
wide, $2.25 each ; if six-tenths of one inch or less wide, $2.50 
each. 

"(2) In the case of any of the foregoing having no jewels or 
only one jewel, the above rates shall be reduced by 40 per cent; 

"(3) Any of the foregoing having more than seven jewels 
shall be subject to an additional duty of 20 cents for each jewel 
in excess of seven. 

" ( 4) Any of the foregoing shall be subject to an additional 
duty of $1 each for each adjustment of whatever kind (treating 
adjustment to temperature as two adjustments) in accordance 
with the marking as hereinafter provided. . 

"(5) Any of the foregoing shall be subject to an additional 
duty of $1 each, if constructed or designed to operate for a 
period in excess of 47 hours without rewinding, or if se~-wind.:. 
ing or if a self-winding device may be incorporated therem. 

"'(6) Any of the foregoing having more than 17 jewels, 
whether adjusted or unadju ted, and whether with or without 

dials, shall in lieu of the duties proVided in clauses (1), (2), 
· (3), ( 4), and (5), be subject to a duty of $10.75 each . 

"(b) All the foregoing shall have cut, engraved, or die sunk, 
conspicuously and indelibly on one or more of the top plates or 
bridges: The name of the country of manufacture; the name of 
the manufacturer or purcha. er; in words and in Arabic numer
als the number of jewels, if any, serving a mechanical purpose 
as frictional bearings ; and, in words and in Arabic numerals, 
the number and classes of adjustments, or, if unadjusted, the 
word 'unadjusted.' 

"(c) Parts for any of the foregoing shall be dutiable as 
follows: · 

"(1) Parts (except pillar or bottom plates, or their equivalent, 
bridges or their equivalent, and jewels) imported in the arne 
shipment with complete movements, mechanisms, devices, or 
instruments, provided for in subparagraph (a) of this para
graph (whether or Jiot suitable for use in such movements, 
mechanisms, devices, or instruments), 45 per cent ad valorem; 
but this clause of this subparagraph shall not be applicable to 
that portion of all the parts in the shipment which exceeds in 
value 4 per cent of the value of such complete movements, 
mechanisms, devices, or instruments. 

"(2) Pillar or bottom plates, or their equivalent, shall be 
subject to one-half the amount of duty which would be borne 
by the complete movement, mechanism, device, or instrument 
for which suitable. 

"(3) Each assembly or subassembly (unless dutiable under 
clause (1) of this subparagraph) consisting of two or more parts 
or pieces of metal or other material joined or fastened together 
shall be subject to a duty of 3 cents for each such part or piece 
of material, except that in the case of jewels the duty shall be 
20 cents instead of 3 cents, and except that in the case of pillar 
or bottom plates or their equivalent the duty shall be the rate 
provided in clause (2) of this subparagraph instead of 3 cents, 
and except that in the case of a balance assembly the duty shall 
be 50 cents for the assembly instead of 3 cents for each part or 
piece thereof. No assembly or subassembly shall be snbject to 
a greater amount of duty than would be borne by the complete 
movement,. mechanism, device, or instrument for which s.uitable, .. 
nor to a less rate · of duty than 45 per cent ad valorem. For 
the purpose of this clause a balance assembly shall be an as
sembly consisting of a balance wheel, balance staff, and hair
spring, with or without the other parts commercially known as 
parts of a balance assembly. For the purpose of this clause 
bimetallic balance wheels (not part of a balance assembly), 
and mainsprings with riveted ends, shall each be considered as 
one part or piece. 

" ( 4) All other parts (except jewels) , 65 per cent ad valorem. 
l' (d) Jewels, unset, suitable for use in any movement, mech~ 

anism, device, or instrument, dutiable under this paragraph or 
paragraph 368, or in any meter or compass, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

" (e) Dials for any of the foregoing movements, mechani ms, 
devices, or instruments, if such dials are less than 1. 77 inches 
wide and are imported separately or attached to any of the 
foregoing movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments hav
ing not more than 17 jewels, 5 cents each and 45 per cent ad 
valorem. Dials for any of the movements, mechanisms, devices, 
or instruments provided for in this paragraph shall have 
stamped, cut, engraved, or die sunk, conspicuously and in
delibly thereon the name of the country of manufacture; which 
marking, if the dial is imported attached to any of the fore
going movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments, shall 
be placed on the face of the dial in such manner as not to be 
obscured by any part of the case, container, or housing. 

"{f) All cases, containers, or housings, designed or sftitable 
for the inclosure of any of the foregoing movements, mecha
nisms, devices, or instruments, whether or not containing such 
movements, mechanisms, devices, or instrum~nts, and whether 
finished or unfinished, complete or incomplete, except such con
tainers as are used for shipping purposes only : 

"(1) If made of gold or platinum, 75 cents each and 45 per 
cent ad valorem. 

"(2) If in part of gold, silver, or platinum, or wholly of silver, 
40 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

"(3) If set with precious, semiprecious, or imitation precious, 
or imitation semiprecious stones, or if prepared for the setting 
of such stones, 40 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

" ( 4) If of base metal (and not containing gold, silver, or 
platinum), 20 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

"(5) Any of the foregoing cases, containers, or housings, if 
enameled, shall be subject to an additional duty of 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

"(g) Any of the foregoing cases, container , or housing , shall 
have cut, engraved, or die sunk, conspicuously and indelibly on 

• 
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the inside of the back cover, the name in full of the manufac
turer or purchaser and the name of the country of manufacture. 

"(h) For the purposes of this paragraph the width -of any 
movement, mechanism, device, or instrument, shall be the 
shortest surface dimension through the center of the pillar or 
bottom plate, or its equivalent, not including in the measure
ment any portion not essential to the functioning of the move
ment, mechanism, device, or instrument. 

" ( i) For the purposes of this paragraph and paragraph 368 
the term ' jewel ' includes substitutes for jewels. 

"(j) An article required by this paragraph to be marked shall 
be denied entry unless marked in exact conformity with the 
requirements of this paragraph." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 328: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ment of the Senate numbered 328, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate 
amendment insert the following: 

"P .AR. 368. (a) Clocks, clock movements, including lever move
ments, clockwork mechanisms, time-keeping, time-measming, or 
time-indicating mechanisms, devices, and instruments, synchro
nous and subsynchronous motors of less than <me-fortieth of one 
horsepower valued at not more than $3 each, not including the 
value of gears or other attachments, and any mechanism, de
vice, or instrument intended or suitable for measuring time, 
distance, speed, or fares, or the flowage of water, gas, or elec
tricity, or similar uses, or for regulating, indicating, or con
trolling the speed of arbors, drums, disks, or similar uses, or for 
recording or indicating time, or for recording, indicating, or 
performing any operation or function at a predetermined time 
or times, all the above (except the articles enumerated or de
scribed in paragraph 367), whether or not in cases, containers, 
or housings: 

"(1) If valued at not more than $1.10 each, 55 cents each; 
valued at more than $1.10 but not more than $2.25 each, $1 each ; 
valued at more than $2.25 but not more than $5 each, $1.50 
each ; valued at more than $5 but not more than $10 each, $3 
each ; valued at more than $10 each, $4.50 each. 

"(2) Any of the foregoing shall be subject to an additional 
duty of 65 per cent ad valorem. 

"(3) Any of the foregoing containing jewels shall be subject 
to an additional cumulative duty of 25 cents for each such 
jewel. 

"(b) All the foregoing shall have cut, engraved, or die sunk, 
conspicuously and indelibly on the most visible part of the front 
or back plate: The name of the country of manufacture; the 
name of the manufacturer or purchaser; and the number of 
jewels, if any. If such markings are in whole or in part suffi
ciently similar to the trade name or trade-mark of an estab
lished American manufacturer as to be liable to deceive the 
user in the United States, entry thereof shall be denied, if 
such trade name or trade-mark has been placed on file with the 
collector of customs. 

"(c) Parts for any of the foregoing shall be dutiable as 
follows: 

"(1) Parts (except plates provided for in clause (2) of this 
-subparagraph, and jewels) imported in the same shipment with 
complete movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments, pro
vided for in subparagraph (a) of this paragraph (whether or 
not suitable for use in such movements, mechanisms, devices, 
or instruments), 45 per cent ad valorem; but this clause of 
this subparagraph shall not be applicable - to that portion of 
all the parts in the shipment which exceeds in value 1% per 
cent of the value of such complete movements, mechanisms, de
vices, or instruments. 

"(2) A plate suitable for assembling thereon the clockwork 
mechanism constituting or contained in any of · the foregoing 
movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments, shall be sub
ject to one-half the amount of duty 'vhich would be borne by 
the complete movement, mechanism, device, or instrument for 
which suitable. If two or more such plates are imported to
gether they shall be dutiable as one plate if they are necessary, 
as a set, for such assembling. 

"(3) Each assembly or subassembly (unless dutiable under 
clause (1) or ( 4) of -this subparagraph) consisting of two or 
more parts or pieces of met:rl or other material joined or fas
tened together shall be subject to a duty of 65 per cent ad 
valorem and, in addition, to a duty of 3 cents for each such 
part or piece of material, except that in the case of jewels the 
specific duty shall be 25 cents instead of 3 cents. For the pur
pose of this clause and clause ( 4), bimetallic balance wheels, 
and mainsprings with riveted ends, shall each be considered as 
one part or piece. 

" ( 4) Each assembly or subassembly consisting in part of a 
plate or plates provided for in clause ·(2) of this subparagraph 
shall be subject to the rate of duty provided for such plate or 
plates, and, in addition, to a duty of 5 cents for each part or 
piece of material (except such vlate or plates) in such assembly 
or subassembly, except that in the case of jewels the specific 
duty shall be 25 cents instead of 5 cents. 

"(5) No assembly or subassembly shall be subject to a greater 
amount of duty than would be borne by the complete movement, 
mechani~m . device, or instrument for which suitable. 

"(6) All other parts (except jewels), 65 per cent ad valorem. 
" (d) Dials for any movements, mechanisms, devices, or in

strument · enumerated or de. cribed -in this paragraph or in para
graph 367 (except dials specifically provided for in paragraph 
367) when imported separately, 50 per cent ad valorem. All 
such dials (whether imported separately or attached to any. of 
the foregoing) shall have stampeu, cut, engraved, or die sunk, 
conspicuously and indelibly thereon the name of the country of 
manufacture; which marking, if the dial is imported attached 
to any of the foregoing movements, mechanisms, devices, or 
instruments, shall be placed on the face of the dial in such man
ner as not to be obscured by any part of the case, container, or 
housing. 

" (e) Cases, containers, or housings suitable for any of the 
movements, mechanisms, devices, or instruments enumerated or 
described in this paragraph, not specially provided for, when im
ported separately, 45 per cent ad valorem. Any such case, con
tainer, or housing, whether imported separately or attached to 
any of the foregoing movements, mechanisms, devices, or instru
ment , shall have stamped, cut, engraved, or die sunk, conspicu
ously and indelibly on the back thereof, the name of the country 
of manufacture. 

"(f) An article required by this paragraph to be marked shall 
be denied entry unless marked in exact conformity with the re
quirements of this paragraph. 

"(g) Taximeters and parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 85 
per cent ad valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 329: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 329, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
the following : 

"PAR. 369. (a) Automobile trucks valued at $1,000 or more 
each, automobile truck and motor bus chassis valued at $750 or 
morJ each, automobile truck bodies valued at $250 or more each, 
motor busses designed for the carriage of more than 10 ·persons, 
and bodies for such bus es, all the foregoing, whether finished or 
unfinished, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

" (b) All other automobiles, automobile chassis, and automo
bile bodies, and motor cycles, all the foregoing, whether finished 
or unfinished, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

" (c) Parts (except tires and except parts wholly or in chief 
value of-glass) for any of the articles enumerated in subpara
graph (a) or (b), finished or unfinished, not specially provided 
for, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

"(d) If any country, dependency, province, or other subdi
vision of government imposes a duty on any article specified in 
this paragraph, when imported from the United States, in excess 
of the duty herein provided, there shall be imposed upon such 
article, when imported either directly or indirectly from such 
country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of govern
ment, a duty equal to that imposed by such country, dependency, 
province, or other subdivi ion of government on such article 
imported from the United States, but in no case shall such 
duty exceed 50 per cent ad valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 332: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 332, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend· 
ment insert " steam turbines, 20 per cent ad valorem " and 
a semicolon ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 337: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 337, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 27% per cent" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 341: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 341, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of tbe matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "4"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 342: That the House reeede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 342, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "7"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 344: ·That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 344, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert " and 10 per cent ad valorem " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 346: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 346, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert " and 10 per cent ad valorem "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 347: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 347, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter. proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert "and 20 per cent ad valorem"; and the Senate 
.agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 348 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 348, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "35 per cent "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 349: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 349, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 45 per cent "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 350: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 350, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "55 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 367: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 367, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 45 per cent " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 368: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 368, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "45 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 392: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 392, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "47% per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 401 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 401, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "$2.50 per ton"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 404: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 404, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
inse1t " $2.27"% " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 405: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 405, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "$2.92:1;2 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 425: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 425, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "40 per cent ad valorem"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 448: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 448, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit the 
matter proposed to be inEerted by the Senate amendment; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 454: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate nurubered 454, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "qr frozen" and a comma; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 483: That the House recede from its 
·disagreement--to the amendment of til~ ·Seriate1 numbered 483, 

and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert" 1% cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 484 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 184, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 4lh cents " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 492: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 492, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in~ert " not specially provided for; not shelled, 2¥2 cents per 
pound ; shelled, 5 cents per pound ; cashew nuts, shelled or un
shelled, 2 cents per pound ; any of the foregoing, if blanched, 
shall be subject to the same rate of duty as if not blanched " ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 514: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 514, · 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by "the Senate amendment 
insert "3 ·cents per pound in the case of peas, and, in the case 
of chickpeas or garbanzos, 2 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. • 

Amendment numbered 576: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 576, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert '' 40 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 579 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 579, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 924. All the articles enumerated or described in this 
schedule (except in par. 922) shall be subject to an additional 
duty of 10 cents per pound on the cotton contained therein 
having a staple of 1% inches or more in length." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 615 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 615, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert the following: 

"PAB. 1102. (a) Wools, not specially provided for, not finer 
than 44s, in the grease or washed, 29 cents per pound of clean 
content; scoured, 32 cents per pound of clean content; on the 
skin, 27 cents per pound of clean content; sorted, or matchings, 
if not scoured, 30 cents per pound of clean content: Prov ided, 
That a tolerance of not more than 10 per cent of wools not 
finer than 46s may be allowed in each bale or package of wools 
imported as not finer than 44s." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Aniendment numbered 649: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of• the Senate numbered 649, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" P .AR. 1122. Fabrics (except printing-machine cylinder lap
ping in chief value of flax), in the piece or otherwise, containing 
17 per cent or more in weight of wool, but not in chief value 
thereof, and whether or not m01·e specifically provided for, shall 
be dutiable as follows: · 

"That proportion of the amount of the duty on the fabric, 
computed under this schedule, which the amount of wool bears 
to the entire weight, plus that proportion of the amount of the 
duty on the fabric, computed as if this paragraph had not been 
enacted, which the weight of the component materials other than 
wool bears to the entire weight." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 652: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 652, 
and agree to the Eame with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " woven fabrics in the piece, not exceeding 3{) inches in 
width, whether woven with fast or split edges, wholly or in 
chief value of silk, including umbrella silk or Gloria cloth, 60 
per cent ad valorem; any of the foregoing, if Jacquard-figured, 
65 per cent ad valorem " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 657: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 657, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "Filaments · of rayon· or other synthetic textile, single ~r 
_groupeU, and yarns of ~·a~on or ot~er synthetic texti"~e, singles, 
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all the foregoing not specially provided for, weighing 150 deniers 
or more per length of 450 meters, 45 per cent ad valorem ; 
weighing less than 150 deniers per length of 450 meters, 50 per 
cent ad valorem ; and, in addition, yarns of rayon or other syn
thetic textile, plied, shall be subject to an additional duty of 5 
per cent ad valorem: Provided, That none of the foregoing shall 
be subject to a less duty than 45 cents per pound. Any of the 
foregoing yarns if having more than 20 turns twist per inch 
shall be subject to an additional cumulative duty of 45 cents per 
pound" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 707: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 707, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert ''three-fourths of"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 708: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 708, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "11h cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 709: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 709, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "8%, cents"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

·Amendment numbered 719: That the House recede from its 
disagreement t9 the amendment of the Senate numbered 719, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" ; tubes wholly or in chief value of paper, commonly used for 
holding yarn or thread, if parallel, 1 cent per pound and 25 per 
cent ad valorem; if tapered, 3 cents per pound and 35 per cent 
ad valorem"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 724: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbe~·ed '724, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
''one-fourth of 1 cent per inch, 60 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at more than one-fourth of 1 cent and not more than 1 cent 
per inch, one-half of 1 cent per inch and 60 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more than 1 cent and not more than 5 cents per inch, 
1 cent per inch and 40"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 729: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 729, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : Omit the mat
ter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment and on 
page. 177 of the House bill, line 19, after "hemp," insert "and 
braids and plaits, wholly or in chief value of ramie, all the 
foregoing " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 732: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 732, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "$3.50 per dozen and 50 " ; and the Senate agree to the 
same . 

.Amendment numbered 745: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 745, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" 2lh cents " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 747: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 747, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" Dolls. and doll clothing, composed in any part, however small, 
.of any of the laces, fabrics, embroideries, or other materials or 
articles provided for in paragraph 1529 (a), 00 ,per cent ad 
valorem ; dolls and toys, composed wholly or in chief value of 
any product provided for in paragraph 31, having any movable 
member or part, 1 cent each and 60 per cent ad valorem ; not 
having any movalJle member or part, 1 cent each and 50 per 
per cent ad valorem ; parts of dolls or toys, composed wholly or 
in chief value of any produd provided for in paragraph 31, 1 
cent each and 50 per cent ad valorem; all other dolls, parts of 
dolls (including clothing), doll heads, toy marbles, toy games, 
toy containers, toy favors, toy souvenirs" and a comma; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 748: That the Hom~e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 748, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "As used in this paragraph the term 'toy' means an 
ai'ticle chiefly used for the amusement of children, whether or 
not also suitable for physical exercise or for mental develop
ment " and a period ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 761: That the House recede from its 
disagreement · to the amendment of the Senate numbered 761, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "and plates, mats, linings, strips, and crosses of dressed 
dog, goat, or kid skins, 25 per cent ad valorem; all the fore
going, if dyed, 30 per cent ad valorem " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 764: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 764, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Omit 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
and on page 189 of the House bill, line 4, after "valorem," insert 
" ; composed wholly or in chief value of dog, goat, or kid skins, 
and not specially provided for, 35 per cent ad valorem"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 765 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 765, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
190 of the House bill, line 1, after " valorem," insert " but not 
less than 25 cents per pound"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 771 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate· numbered 771, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" (b) :Men's silk or opera hats, in chief value of silk, $2 each 
and 75 per cent ad valorem." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 784: That ·the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 784, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert" or 1530 (e), or in Title II (free list)"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 785 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 785, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : Restore 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amendment 
and on page 195 of the House bill, line 1, strike out "or (c)"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 787 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 787, 
and agree to the same with an amrndment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "Hose and half-bose wholly or in chief value of cotton or 
of wool shall not be dutiable at the above rate by reason of 
being embroidered, if the embroidery is such as is commonly 
!mown as clocking and does not exceed 1 inch in width or 6 
inches in length, exclusive of the fork, but shall be subject to a 
duty of 75 per cent ad valorem'' and a period; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 791 : That the House recede from its 
clisagi·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 791~ 
and agree to the sam~ with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " valued at not more than 70 cents per dozen, 3 cents 
each and 40 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than 70 cents • 
per dozen, 4 cents each and 40 per cent ad valorem: Pro'L'ided, 
That any of the foregoing valued at not more than 70 cents per 
dozen, if made with hand rolled or hand . made hems, shall be 
subject to an additional duty of 1 cent each " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 795: That the House recede from its 
disag1.·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbeJ.'ed 795, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" PAR. 1530. (a) Hides and skins of cattle of the bovine 
species (except bides and skins of the India water buffalo im
ported to be used in the manufacture of rawhide articles), raw 
or uncured, or dried, salted, or pickled, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

"(b) Leather (except leather provided for in subparagraph 
(d) of this paragraph), made from hides or skins of cattle of 
the bovine species: 

"(1) Sole or belting leather (including offal), rough; partly 
finished, finished, curried, or cut or wholly or partly manufac
tured into outer or inner soles, blocks, strips, counters, taps, box 
toes, or any forms or shapes suitable for conversion into boots, 
shoes, footwear, or belting, 12% per cent ad valorem. 

"(2) Leather welting, 12% per cent ad valorem. 
"(3) Leather to be used in the manufacture of harness or 

saddlery, 12% per cent ad valorem. 
" ( 4) Side upper leather (including grajns and splits), patent 

leather, and. leather made from calf or kip skins, rough, partly 
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finished, or finished, or cut or wholly or partly manufactured 
into uppers, vamps, or any forms or shapes suitable for con
version into boots, shoes, or footwear, 15 per cent _ad valorem. 

" ( 5) Upholstery, collar, bag, case, glove, garment, or strap 
leather, in the rough, in the white, crust, or russet, partly fin· 
ished, or finished, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

" ( 6) Leather to be used in the manufacture of footballs, 
basket balls, soccer balls, or medicine balls, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

"n) All other rough, partly finished, finished, or currie~. not 
specially provided for, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

"(c) Leather (except leather provided for in subparagraph 
(d) of this paragraph), made from hides or skins of animals 
(including fish, reptiles, and birds, but not including cattle of · 
the bovine species), in the rough, in the white, crust, or russet, 
partly finished, or finished, 25 per cent ad valorem ; vegetable
tanned rough leather made from goat or sheep skins (including 
those commercially known as India-tanned goat or sheep skins), 
10 per cent ad valorem; any of the foregoing if imported to 
be used in the manufacture of boots, shoes, or footwear, or 
cut or wholly or partly manufactured into uppers, vamps, or any 
forms or shapes suitable for conversion into boots, shoes, or 
footwear, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

" (d) Leather of all kinds, grained, printed, embossed, orna
mented, or decorated, in any manner or to any extent (includ
ing leather finished in gold, silver, aluminum, or like effects), 
or by any other process (in addition to tanning) made into 
fancy leather, and any of the foregoing cut or wholly or partly 
manufactured into uppers, vamps, or any forms or shapes suit
able for conversion into boots, shoes, or footwear, all the fore
going by whatever name known, and to whatever use applied, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

" (e) Boots, shoes, or other footwear (including athletic or 
sporting boots and shoes), made wholly or ill chief value of 
leather, not specially provided for, 20 per cent ad valorem; 
boots, shoes, or other footwear (including athletic or sporting 
boots and shoes), the uppers of which are composed wholly or 
in chief value of wool, cotton, ramie, animal hair, fiber, rayon 
or other synthetic textile, silk, or substitutes for any of the fore
going, whether or not the soles are compose.<} of leather, wood, 
or other materials, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

"(f) Harness valued at more than $70 per set, single harness 
valued at more than $40, saddles valued at more than $40 each, 
saddlery, and parts (except metal parts) for any of the fore
going, 35 per cent ad valorem; saddles made wholly or in 
part of pigskin or imitation pigskin, 35 per cent ad valorem ; 
saddles and harness, not specially provided for, parts thereof, 
except metal parts, and leather shoe laces, finished or unfinished, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

"(g) The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe methods 
and regulations for carrying out the provisions of this para
graph." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 797: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 797, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAB. 1532. (a} Gloves made wholly or in chief value of 
leather, whether wholly or partly manufactured, shall be duti
able at the following rates, the lengths stated in each case being 
the extreme length (including the unfolded length of cuffs or 
other appendages) when stretched to their fullest extent 
namely : Men's gloves not over 12 inches in length, $6 per dozen 
,pairs; women's and children's gloves not over 12 inches in 
length, $5.50 per dozen pairs; for each inch or fraction thereof 
in excess of 12 inches, 50 cents per dozen pairs: Provided, 
That, in addition thereto, on all the foregoing there shall be 
paid each of the following cumulative duties: When machine 
seamed, otherwise than overseamed, $1 per dozen pairs; when 
seamed by hand, $5 per dozen pairs ; when lined with cotton, 
wool, silk, or other fabrics, $3.50 per dozen pairs; when trimmed 
with fur, $4 per dozen pairs; when lined with leather or fur, 
$5 per dozen pairs: Provided tu1·ther, That all the foreg~ing 
shall be dutiable at not less than 50 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided further, That glove tranks, with or without the usual 
accompanying pieces, shall be subject to 75 per cent of the 
duty provided for the gloves in the fabrication of which they 
are suitable. 

" (b) Gloves wholly or in chief value of leather made from 
horsehides or cowhides (except calfskins), whether wholly or 
partly manufactured, 25 per cent ad valorem." 

And the Senate_agree to the same. 
Amendmf'nt numbered 798 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 798, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 

of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "Artificial flies, snelled hooks, leaders or casts, finished 
or unfinished, 55 per cent ad valorem ; fishing rods and reels, 
and parts thereof, finished or unfinished, not specially provided 
for, 55 per cent ad valorem; fish hoo~, artificial baits, and all 
other fishing tackle and parts thereof, fly books, fly boxes, 
fishing baskets or creels, finished or unfinished, not specially 
provided for, except fishing lines, fishing nets, and seines, 
45 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That any prohibition of the 
importation of feathers in this act shall not be construed as 
applying to artificial fiies used for fishing, or to feather n&ed 
for the manufacture of such flies" ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 799 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number€{) 799, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "Candles, 27lh per cent ad valorem; manufactures"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 800: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 800, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow": In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert " ; manufactures of chip roping, 25 per cent ad 
valorem " ; and the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 817: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 817, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"Sponges, commercially known as sheepswool, 30 per cent ad 
valorem ; sponges, commercially known as " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. _ 

Amendment numbered 824: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 824, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" 50 cents " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 825 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to thP. amendment of the Senate numbered 825, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be in~Serted by the Senate amendment insert 
"30 per cent"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 827: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 827, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" Black leads for pencils, not in wood or other material, and 
black leads exceeding 0.06 of 1 inch in diameter, 6 cents"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 830: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 830, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
" photographic dry plates, not specially provided for, 20 per 
cent ad valorem " and a semicolon ; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 848: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 848, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amendment 
insert "or driven across the northern boundary line by the 
owner for temporary pasturage purposes only " and a comma ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 849: That the Bouse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 849, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment insert 
"eight months in the case of the northern boundary line, and, 
in the case of the southern boundary line, within three " ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 851: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 851, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "Arrowroot, crude or manufactured, and arrowroot starch 
and flour " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 887: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 887, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"PAR. 1640. Burrstones, manufactured or bound up into mill
stones." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 888: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 888.~ 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert" 1641"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 891: That the Bouse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 891, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1642 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 892: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 892, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1643 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 938: That the House recede from its 
disat;reement 'to the amendment of the Senate numbered 938, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "(notwithstanding any other provision of this act} those 
grades of"; and the Senate a~ree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1083: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1083, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert a comma and the following : "and in the case of indi
viduals returning from abroad, all professional books, impl~ 
ments, instruments, and tools of trade, occupation, or employ
ment " and a comma; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1084: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1084, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert a colon and the following: "Provided further, That a resi
dent of the United States shall not take advantage of the ex
emption herein granted within a period of 30 days from the last 
exemption claimed " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1114: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1114, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
inse~"t "prescribe. Such marking, stamping, branding, or label
ing shall be as nearly indelible and permanent as the nature of 
the article will permit. The Secretary of the Treasury may, by 
regulations prescribed hereunder, except any article from the 
requirement of marking, stamping, branding, or labeling if he 
is satisfied that such article is incapable of being marked, 
stamped, branded, or labeled or can not be marked, stamped, 
branded, or labeled without injury, or except at an expense 
economically prohibitive of the importation, or that the marking, 
stamping, branding, or labeling of the immediate container of 
such article will reasonably indicate the country of origin of 
such article " and a period ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1120: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1120, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment in
sert "The provisions of this section relating to goods, wares, 

. articles, and merchandise mined, produced, or manufactured by 
forced labor or/and indentured labor, shall take effect on Janu
ary 1, 1932; but in no case shall such provisions be applicable 
to goods, wares, articles, or merchandise so mined, produced, or 
manufactured which are not mined, produced, or manufactured 
in such quantities in the United States as to meet the con
sumptive demands of the United States " and a period; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1126: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1126. 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" SEc. 319. Duty on coffee imported into Porto Rico: 
" The Legislature of Porto Rico is hereby empowered to im

pose tariff duties upon coffee imported into Porto Rico, includ
Ing coffee grown in a foreign country coming into Porto Rico 
from the United States. Such duties shall be collected and 
accounted for as now provided by law in the case of duties 
collected in Porto Rico." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 1152: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1152, 
nnd agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
157 of the Senate engrossed amendments, line 23, strike out 
"January" and insert "July"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 1158: That the House recede from its 
disag1·ee.ment to the ame-?dment of the- Senate numbered 1158, 
and agree to the same With an amendment a& follQWS: In l~eu 

of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert the following : 

" (b) Review of appraiser's decision : A decision of the ap-
praiser that foreign value, export value, or United States value 
can not be satisfactorily ascertained shall be subject to review 
in reappraisement proceeding_s under section 501 ; but in any 
such proceeding, an affidavit executed outside of the United 
States shall not be admitted in evidence if executed by any per
son who fails to permit a Treasury attache to inspect his books, 
pap~rs, :records, accounts, documents, or correspondence, per· 
tannng to the value or classification of such merchandise." 

.And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 1161: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1161 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On pag~ 
162 of the Senate engrossed amendments, line 18, strike out 
"(d)" and insert "(e)"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1168: That the House recede from ita 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1168, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by the Senate amend
ment insert the following: 

" (d) Exceptions by regulations: The Secretary of the Treas
ury may by regulations provide for such exceptions from the 
requirements of this section as he deems advisable." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
.Amendment numbered 1235: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1235 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert" case, which shall be paid out of any appropriations avail· 
able for the collection of the revenue from customs " and a p& 
riod ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1239: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1239, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : 

On page 181 of the Senate engrossed amendments, lines 17 
and 18, strike out " United States Court of Customs and Patent 
.Appeals " and insert " United States Customs Court " ; and on 
page 182 of the Senate engrossed amendments, lines 5 and 6, 
strike out " United States Court of Customs and Patent Ap
peals " and insert " United States Customs Court" ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. -

The committee of conference have not agreed on the following 
amendments: 

DISAGREEMENT AS TO SUBSTANCE 

Amendments numbered 195, 364, 369, 370, 371, 372, 373, 376, 
394, 395, 396, 885, 893, 903, 904, 1004, 1006, 1035, 1091, 1092, 
1093, 1095, 1128, 1129, 1130, 1131, 1132, 1133, 1134, 1135, 1138, 
1139, 1140, 1141, and 1151. · 
DISAGREEMENT .AS TO CLERICAL AME:SDMENTS DEPENDING ON AMENDMENT 

NUMBERED 1140 

Amendments numbered 1156, 1157, and 1171. 
AGREEMENT AS TO SUBSTANCE BUT QISAGREEMENT AS '1.'0 PABAGRAPH 

NUMBERS OR REFERENCES THERETO 

Amendments numbered 901, 914, 919, 934, 950, 953, 962, 964, 
983, 992, 1031, 1032, 1047, 1064, 1071, 1109, and 1179. 

DISAGREEMENT SOLELY .AS TO PARAGRAPH NUMBERS OR REFERENCES 

THERETO 

Amendments numbered 40, 41, 42, 43, 48, 49, 65, 66, 67, 374, 
375, 377, 379, 380, 381, 383, 385, 386, 387, 895, 896, 897, 898, 899, 
902, 905, 906, 907, 908, 009, 910, 911, 913, 915, 916, 917, 920, 921, 
922, 923, 925, 926, 927, 928, 929, 930, 931, 932, 933, 935, 936, 937, 
940, 942, 945, 946. 947, 948, 951, 952, 954, 955, 956, 957, 958, 959, 
960, 961, 963, 965, 966, 969, 970, 971, 972, 973, 974, 975, 976, 977, 
978, 979, 980, 981, 982, 984, 985, 987, 989, 993, 995, 997, 999, 1002, 
1003, 1008, 1009, 1010, 1012, 1013, 1014, 1015, 1016, 1017, 1018, 
1019, 1020, 1021, 1022, 1023, 1024, 1025, 1026, 1027, 1028, 1029, 
1033, 1034, 1036, 1037, 1038, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1046, 1048, 1049, 
1050, 1051, 1052, 1053, 1055, 1057, 1058, 1059, 1060, 1061, 1062, 
1063, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1070, 1072, 1074, 1075, 1076, 1077, 107~ 
1079, 1080, 1081, 1082, 1085, 1086, 1087, 1089, 1090, 1094, 1096, 
1098, 1099, 1102, 1103, 1104, 1105, 1111, and 1112. 

REED SMOOT, 

JAMES E. WATSON, 

SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

W. C. HAWLEY, 
ALLEN T. TRE.ADWAY, 
IsAAc B ACHARAC'H, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the dis~greeing ,votes of the two Houses on certain amend-
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ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, 
to regulate commerce with foreign countrtes, to en-courage the 
industries of the United States, to protect American labor, and 
for other purpose , submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon by the con
ferees and recommended in the accompanying conference report: 

TITLE I.-DUTIABLE LIST 

On amendment No. 1: The House bill, in referring to our 
pos essions in Samoa, used the descriptive phrase "the island 
of Tutuila." The Senate amendment uses the phrase "Ameri
can Samoa"; and the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE !.-CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINT 

The following amendments made clerical changes and the 
&use recedes : 35, 46, 54, 56, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 70, and 183. 

The following amendments make changes in subdivision refer
ences ; and the Hou e recedes : 44, 45, and 53. 

_The following amendments make changes in paragraph num
bers and in references to paragraph numbers ; and the House 
recedes: 75, 77, 78, 79, 82, 90, 91, 93, 95, 96, 97, 99, 100, 105, 107, 
110, 114, 116, 117, 119, 120, 122, 123, 125, 126, 128, 130, 131, 133, 
134, 135, 137, 139, 140, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 148, 150, 154, 156, 
157, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 182, 184, 185, 186, 187, 
188, and 189. 

On amendments Nos. 2 and 3: The House bill imposed a duty 
of three-fourths of 1 cent per pound on acetic acid containing 
by weight not more than 65 per cent of acetic acid, and of 2 
·cents per pound on that containing by weight more than 65 per 
cent. The Senate amendments increase these rates to 2 and 3 
cents, respectively. The House recedes on amendment No. 2 
with an amendment making the rate 1% cents per pound in the 
fir t bracket; and the Senate recedes on amendment No. 3. 

On amendment No. 4: This amendment reduces from 5 cents 
to 2% _cents per pound, the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on acetic anhydride; and the House ,recedes with an amend
ment making the rate 3¥.1 cents per pound. 

On amendment No.5: This amendment reduces from 1% ·cents 
to 1 cent per pound, the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
ori boric acid ; and the House recedes. -

On amendment No. 6: This amendment reduces from 18 to 17 
cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill on 
citric acid ; and the House recedes. . - _ 

On amendment No. 7: The House bill imposed a duty of 4 
cents per pound· on formic acid. The Senate amendment strikes 
out the reference to formic acid, the effect of which is to make 
formic acid dutiable at 25 per cent under the basket clause of 
paragraph 1 ; and the House reced.es with an amendment mak-
ing the 'rate 3 cents per pound. · 

On amendments Nos. 8, 9, and 10: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 6 cents per pound on tannic acid, tannin, arid extracts 
of nutgalls, containing by weight of tannic ·acid less than 50 per 
cent ; 12 cents per pound on that containing 50 per cent or more 
and not medicinal; and 22 cents per pound on that containing 
50 per cent or more and medicinal. The Senate amendments 
reduce these rateS to 4 cents, 10 cents, and 18 cents per pound, 
re ·pectively; and the House recedes with amendments on amend· 
ments Nos. 8 and 9, making those rates 5 and 11 cents, respec
tively, and recedes on amendment ~o. 10. 

On amendments Nos. 11 and 852: These amendments remove 
sulphide of arsenic and arsenious acid (white arsenic) from the 
free list and impo e the following duties thereon : Arsenious 
acid or white arsenic, crude or refined, 2 cents per pound; sul
phide and other arsenic salts and compounds, not specially pro
vided for, containing 10 per cent or. more of arsenic determined 
as arsenious acid or white arsenic, 2 cents per pound of arseni
ous acid or white arsenic contained therein; and the Senate 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 12 : 'l'his amendment reduces from 10 cents 
to 6 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
on gallic acid ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 13 and 846: The House bill imposed a 
duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound on nitric acid. The Senate 
amendments place this article on the free list ; and the House 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 14: The House bill does not specifically 
mention oleic acid or red oil, which fell under the basket clause 
of paragraph 1 at 25 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amend
ment specifically enumerates this article and imposes a specific 
duty thereon of 1% cents per pound; and the House recedes 
with an amendment making the rate 20 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendments Nos. 15 and 16: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 2 cents per pound on phosphoric acid containing by 
weight less than 80 per cent of phosphortc acid and 31h cents 
per pound on that containing 80 per cent or more. The Senate 
amendments make all phosphortc acid dutiable at 2 cents per 
pound ; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 17: The Senate amendment reduces from 
1? cents to 10 ~ents. ~er pound the rate imposed by the House 
bill on pyrogallic acid ; and the House recedes with an amend-
ment making the rate 12 cents per pound. . 

On amendment No. 18: This amendment impo es on carbon 
dioxide, weighing with immediate containers and carton 1 pound 
or less per carton, a duty of 1 cent per pound on contents im
mediate containers, and carton. Under the Hou .. e bill the' rate 
was 25 per cent, under the basket clause of paragraph 1. The 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 19: The Senate amendment red1~ces from 
25 to 20 per cent the duty imposed by the House bill on acetone 
and ethyl methyl ketone, and their homologues, and acetone oil · 
and the House recedes. ' 

On amendment No. 20: The Senate amendment reduces from 
three-te~ths of 1 cent to one-fifth of 1 cent per pound the 1;ate 
of duty Imposed by th~ Hou e bill on aluminum ulphate alum 
cake or. aluminous ca~e, containing not more than 15 ~r cent 
of alumma and more Iron than the equivalent of one-tenth of 1 
per cent of ferric oxide; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 21: The House bill imposed a duty of one
fourth of 1 cent per pound on ammonium sulphate. Senate 
amendme?t No. 21 ~trikes out this provision, with the effect of 
transferrmg ammomum sulphate to the free list; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 22: The House bill imposed a duty of 2 
cents per pound on antimony oxide. The Senate amendment 
makes tb.is article dutiable at the same rate as antimony regulus 
or metal, viz, 2 cents per pound under paragraph 376; and the 
Senate recedes. - · 

On amendment No. 23: The Senate amendment reduces from 
$~ to 50 cents per pound the rate of duty impo ed by the Hou e 
b~ll on amber and amberoid unmanufactured, not specially pro-
VIded for ; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 24: The House bill imposed a duty of 4 
cents ~r pound an~ 30 per cent-ad valorem on synthetic gums 
an~ resms not specially provided for. The Senate amendment 
strik~s ou.t this provision, the effect of which was to make the 
classificatiOn doubtful ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment -No. 25 : The House bill impo es a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem on bleached shellac. The Senate amend
ment strikes out the reference to bleached shellac in this para
graph, the effect of which is to make it free of duty under the 
free list provision for "lac" (par. 1707 of the Senate bill) ; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 26: The Senate amendment reduces from 
$1.50 to $1 per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
on caffeine; and the House recedes with an amendment making 
the rate $1.25 per pound. 

On amendment No. 27: The Senate amendment reduces from 
90 cents to 60 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on caffeine citrate ; and the House recedes with an 
amendment making this rate 75 cents per pound. · 

On amendment No. 28: Amendment 28 strikes out the duty im
posed by the House bill of 1 cent per pound on impure tea tea 
-yvaste, tea siftings and sweepings, for manufacturing purp~ses, 
m bond. Amendment 1064 transfers these items to the free list. 
The House recedes on amendment No. 28. · 

On amendments Nos. 29, 889, and 890: Under the House bill 
~rude calcium acetate was on the free list, with a proviso that 
If any country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of 
government should impose a duty on calcium acetate when im
ported from the United States, an equal duty should be imposed 
upon such article coming into the United States from such 
country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of govern
ment. Senate amendment No. 29 makes crude calcium acetate 
dutiable at 1% cents per pound, while amendment No. 889 strikes 
out the reference to calcium acetate on the free list, and amend
ment No. 890 eliminates the counterevailing duty in view of the 
action on amendment No. 29. The House recedes on amend
ment No. 29 with an amendment making the rate of duty 1 cent 
per pound, and recedes on amendments Nos. 889 and 890. 

On amendment No. 30: This amendnlent reduces from 2% 
cents to 1 cent per pound the rate of duty imposed by the Hou e 
bill on carbon tetrachloride ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 31 : This amendment reduced from 6 cents 
to 4 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
on chloroform ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 32: The Senate amendment reduces from 35 
to 25 per cent the rate of duty imposed by the House bill on 
tetrachloroethane and trichloroethylene ; and the House recedes 
w!th an amendment making this rate 30 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 33: The Senate amendment increases from 
2% cents to 51h cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on casein or lactarene and mixtures of which this 
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article is the component material of chief value, not specially On amendment No. 76 : Under the House bill amyl acetate is 
provided for; and the House recedes. dutiable under the basket clause of this paragraph at 25 per 

On amendment No. 34 : The House bill imposed a duty of four- cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment imposes a specific 
tenths of 1 cent per pound on chalk or whiting or Paris white, duty on this ·article of 7 cents per pound; and the House 
dry, ground, or bolted. The Senate amendment changes this recedes. 
rate to 25 per cent ad valorem ; and the Senate recedes. On amendment No. 80: This amendment reduces from 2 

On amendments Nos. 36 and 941: The House bill imposed a duty cents to 1% cents per pound the duty imposed by the House 
of 10 cents per pound on crude chicle. The Senate amendments bill on formaldehyde solution or farmalin; and the House re
transfer this article to the free list; and the House recedes on ce~es with an amendme~t making the rate 1% cents per 
both amendments. pound. 

On amendment No. 37: The Senate amendment reduces from On amendment No. 81: The House bill imposed a duty of 25 
15 cents to 5 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the per cent ad valorem on hexamethylenetetramine. The Senate 
House bill on chicle refined or advanced in value by drying, amendment changes this rate to 11 cen.ts per pound; and the 
straining, or any other process or treatment whatever beyond House recedes. 
that essential to the proper packing; and the House recedes. On amendment No. 83: The House bill imposed a duty of 20 

On amendment No. 38: This amendment imposes a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem and 5 cents per pound on edible gelatin 
cents per ounce on ethyl-hydrocupreine and salts and compounds valued at less than 40 cents per pound. The Senate amendment 
thereof, which under the House bill were of doubtful classifica- retains the ad valorem rate at 20 per cent, but reduces thE> 
tion; and the House recedes. specific rate to 3% cents per pound; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 39: This is a clarifying amendment; and On amendments Nos. 84, 85, 86, and 87: The House bili 
the House recedes. imposed a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem and 2 cents per pound 

On amendments Nos. 47, 51, and 52: The House bill imposed on gelatin, glue, glue size, and fish giue, not specially provided 
a duty of 45 per cent ad valorem and 7 cents per pound on syn- for, valued at less than 40 cents per pound, and of 25 per cent 
t~etic indigo and sulphur black, ba ed on American selling price, ad valorem and 8 cents per pound on that valued at 40 cents or 
or if there is no similar competitive domestic article, then on more per pound. Senate amendments Nos. 84 and 86 reduce the 
the United States value. The Senate amendments transfer syn- ad valorem rates in both cases to 20 per cent, and amendments 
thetic indigo, "Colour Index No. 1177," and sulphur black, Nos. 85 and 87 reduce the specifi<; rates to llJ.a cents per pound 
--<! Colour Index No. 978," to a separate subparagraph at the rate and 7 cents per pound, respectively; and the Senate recedes on 
of 20 per cent ad valorem and 3 cents per pound on the same all these amendments. 
basis as the values under the House bill; and the House recedes On amendments Nos. 88 and 89: These amendments increase 
on amendments 47 and 51, and recedes on amendment 52 with from 25 per cent to 30 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty 
an amendment making a change in a section reference. imposed by the House bill on casein glue; and the House recedes 

On amendments Nos. 50 and 124 : The House bill retained the on both amendments. . 
provision of the 1922 act specifying vanillin in paragraph 61 at On amendment No. 92: The Senate amendment reduces from 
45 per cent ad valorem. The effect of language of existing law 20 to 10 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the 
retained in the House bill in paragraph 28 was to make this House bill on ink and ink powders not specially provided for ; 
article dutiable under paragraph 28 at 45 per cent ad valorem and the House recedes with an amendment making the rate 15 
and 7 cents per pound, based on American selling price, or if per cent on drawing inks and 10 per cent on ink and ink pow
there is no similar competitive domestic article, then on the ders not specially provided for. 
United· States value. The Senate amendments make-a clarifying On amendment No. 94 : This amendment reduces from 20 cents 
amendment by striking out the reference to vanillin in para- to 16 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House 
graph 61 and specifying it by name in paragraph 2.8; and the bill on iodine, resublimed; and the Ho.use recedes. 
House recedes on both amendments. . On amendm~nt No. 98: This amendment reduces from 25 per 

On amendments Nos. 51 and 52: See amendment No. 47. cent to 20 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by th~ 
On amendments Nos. 55, 57, and 58: These amendments are House bill on extracts of licorice in pastes, rolls, or other forms; 

made necessary by the action of the Senate in providing more and the House recedes. 
than one specific duty in this paragraph; and the House recedes On amendment No. 101: The House bill did not specifically 
on all these amendments. mention manufactures of carbonate of magnesia, which would 

On amendment No. 68: The Senate amendment reduces from probably be dutiable under paragraph 214 at 30 per cent ad 
35 cents to 30 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the valorem. The Senate amendment specifically mentions such 
House bill on collodion and other liquid solutions of pyroxylin, articles and imposes a duty of 2 cents per pound thereon ; and 
of other cellulose esters or ethers, or of cellulose; and the the House recedes. 
House recedes. On amendment No. 102: The Senate amendment reduces from 

On amendment No. 69: This amendment is a clarifying 1 cent to one-ha1f of 1 cent per pound the duty imposed by the 
amendment to make certain that the rate provided will apply ' House bill on magnesium sulphate or Epsom salts· and the 
to all waste wholly or in chief value of cellulose acetate; and House recedes with an amendment making the r~te three-
the House recedes. fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

On amendment No. 71: The House bill imposed a duty of On amendment No. 103: The House bill imposed a duty of 
45 per cent ad valorem on transparent sheets of cellulose, not one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on kieserite. Amendment 103 
exceeding three one-thousandths of 1 inch in thickness, chiefly strikes out this provision and amendment 96.4 transfers this 
used for wrapping, by whatever name known. The Senate article to the free list; and the House recedes on amendment 103. 
amendment substitutes for this a duty of 45 per cent ad On amendment No. 104: The Senate amendment reduces from 
valorem on sheets, bands, and strips (whether known as cello- 7 cents to 5 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
phane or by any other name whatsoever), exceeding 1 inch in House bill on magnesium oxide or calcined magnesia ; and the 
width but not exceeding three one-thousandths of 1 inch in Senate recedes. 
thickness, made by any artificial process from cellulose, a On amendment No. 106: The following table shows the duties 
cellulose hydrate, a compound of cellulose (other than cellu- upon menth?l, natural crude camphor, natural refined camphor, 
lose acetate), or a mixture containing any of the foregoing, and synthetic camphor, as proposed by the House bill, the Senate 
by solidification into sheets, bands, or strips; and the House amendment, and as agreed to in conference : 
recedes. 

Commodity 
On amendment No. 72: The Senate amendment reduces from 

35 to 30 per cent the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
on compounds of cellulose, known as vulcanized or hard fiber, 
made wholly or in chief value of cellulose; and the House 
recedes. MenthoL-------------------------------

On amendments Nos. 73 and 74: The House bill imposed a Natural erode camphor _________________ _ 
duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on gentian, ·of 1 cent 
per pound on sarsaparilla root, of 25 per cent ad valorem on Natural refined camphor_ ________ ______ _ 

belladonna, digitalis, henbane, and stramonium, and of 10 Synthetic camphor _____________________ _ 
cents per pound on ergot. Amendments Nos. 73 and 74 

House bill 

75 cents per 
pound. 

1 cent per 
pound. 

6 cents per 
pound. 

1 cent per 
pound. 

Senate amend- Conference 
ment agreement 

30 cents per 
pound. 

1 cent per 
pound. 

5 cents per . 
pound. _____ do _____ _ 

50 cents per 
pound. 

1 cent per 
pound. 

5 cents per 
pound. 

Do. 

strike these articles off the dutiable list and amendment 
No. 992 places them on the free list. The House recedes on 
amendment No. 74 (striking out the duty on ~rgot) and recedes 
on amendment No. 73, with an amendment placing a duty of 
20 per cent ad valorem on digitalis. 

The Senate amendment also contains a provision (retained 
under the conference agreement) the effect of which is to re
duce the duty on synthetic camphor to 1 cent per pound if the 
President finds (J) at the end of three years after the enact-

LXXII--675 
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ment of the act, that the domestic production of synthetic cam
phor by quantity did not exceed 25 per cent of domestic con
&umption during the preceding six months, or (2) at the end 
of four years, thlilt during the preceding six m'onths the do
nre tic production did not exceed 30 per cent of domestic con
sumption, or (3) at . the end of five years, that during the 
preceding six months the domestic production did not exceed 50 
per cent of sucb consumption. 

On amendments Nos. 108 and 109: The House bill impo ed 
a duty of 10 cents per gallon on crude sperm oil and 14 cents 
per gallon on sperm oil refined or otherwise proces. ·ed. The 
Senate amendment reduces these r.ates to 6 cents and 12 cents 
per gallon, respectively ; and the Senate recedes on both amend
ments. 

On amendment No. 111: The Senate amendment increases 
from 4 1%00 cents to 4lh cents per pound the rate of duty im
posed by the House bill on lin eed or flaxseed oil, and combina
tions and mixtures in chief value of such oil; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 112 and 113: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 8Y.l cents per pound on olive oil weighing with imme
<liate container less than 40 pounds, the duty being based upon 
contents and " containers." Tbe Senate amendments increase 
this rate to 9lh cents per pound on contents and " container" ; 
and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 115: The House bill imposed a duty of 5 
cents per pound on soybean oil. The Senate amendment changes 
this rate to 2/o- cents per pound but not less than 45 per cent 
ad valorem; and the House recedes with · an amendment mak
ing the rate 31h cents per pound but not less than 45 per cent 
ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 118: Tbe Senate amendment reduces from 
4 cents to 3 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on hydrogenated or hardened oils and fats; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 121 and 998: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 25· per cent ad valorem on eucalyptus oil. Senate 
amendment No. 121 strikes out the reference to eucalyptus oil 
in paragraph 58 and amendment No. 998 places it on the free 
list. The Hou e recedes on amendment No. 121 with an amend
ment making the rate 15 per cent ad valorem, and the Senate 
recedes on amendment No. 998. 

On amendment No. 124: See amendment No. 50. 
On amendment No. 127: The House bill imposed a duty of 25 

per cent ad valorem on bath salts, whether or not having medi
cinal properties. The Senate .amendment retains the 25 per 
cent rate on bath salts not perfumed, but increases the rate on 
perfumed bath salts (whether or not having medicinal proper
ties) to 75 per cent ad valorem ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 129 and 1011: The House bill imposed 
a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem on London purple. The Sen
ate amendments transfer this article to the free list; and the 
Hou. e recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 132: The following table shows the duties 
upon paints, colors, and pigments, commonly known as artists', 
school, students', or children's paints or colors, as proposed by 
the House bill, the Senate amendments, and as agTeed to in 
conference : 

Commodity 

Paints, colors, and pigments, com
monly known as artists' colors, etc.: 

When in tubes, jars, cakes, pans, 
etc., not over 1~ pounds net 
weight-

House bill Senate Conference 
amendment agreement 

Valued at Jess than 20 cents 
per dozen pieces-
. Not assembled ___________ _ 40 per cent ___ 1 cent each __ ~ of 1 cent 

each. 
Assembled ________________ 70 per cent_ __ 70 per cent__ 70 per cent. 

Valued at 20 cents or more per 
dozen pieces-

Not assembled-
In tubes or jars _______ _ 2 cents each 

plus 40 per 
cent. 

In cakes, pans, etc _____ 1~ cents each 
plus 40 per 
cent. Assembled _______ __________ 70 per cent_ __ 

In bulk or in any fOI1Jl over 1~ 40 per cent_ __ 
pounds net weight. 

40 per cent __ 

_____ do _____ _ 

70 per cent__ 
8}i cents 

per ounce. 

2 cents each 
plus 40 per 
cent. 

1~ cents each 
plus 40 per 
cent. 

7~ per cent. 
8~ cents per 

ounce. 

The Senate amendment also contained a provision that no 
paints, etc., should take the above rates on assemblies unless 
imported in the identical form, container, and a. ortment of 
merchandise customarily and generally sold to the ultimate 
consumer or user. Thi provision as modified in conference 
_provides ibat the paint& shall got be considere,d as assembled 

unless assembled in such :form and container and with such 
as ortment of merchandise, as to be suitable for sale at retail 
to artists, students, or children as a paint set, kit, or color 
outfit. 

On amendment No. 136: The House bill imposed a duty of 3 
cents per pound on all ultramarine blue, dry, in pulp, or ground 
in or mixed with oil or water, and on all wash and other 
blues containing ultramarine. The Senate amendment in
crea es the rate to 4 cents per pound in the case of any of the 
foregoing valued at more than 10 cents per pound, but retain 
the House rate on those valued at 10 cents per pound or less ; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 138: The Senate amendment reduces from 
25 to 20 per cent the rate of duty imposed by the House .bill 
on bone black or bone char and on blood char; and the House 
recede. 

On amendment No. 141: Under the Hou e bill carbon black 
was not specifically enumerated, and was dutiable under para
graph 73 of the House bill at 20 per cent ad valorem. The 
Senate amendment specifically provides for this article at the 
lower r~te of 15 per cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 147: The House bill imposed a duty of 22 
cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem on vermilion reds 
containing quicksilver, dry or ground in or mixed with oil or 
water. The Senate amendment eliminates the ad valorem rate 
and increase the speciftc rate to 35 cents per pound; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 149: The House bill impo ed a duty of 134 
cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem on lithopone and · 
other combinations or mixture of zinc ulphide and barium 
sulphate containing by weight 30 per cent or more of zinc 
8Ulphide. The Senate reduces thi · rate to 13,4 centJ per pound; 
and the House recedes with an amendme-nt making the rate 
1% cents per pound and 1.5 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 151: The Senate amendment reduces from 
18 cents to 13 cents per pound the rate of duty impo ed by 
the House bill on pota ium citrate; and the Hou e recedes 
with an amendment making the rate 14 cents per pound. 

On amendment No. 152: The Senate amendment reduces from 
2* cents to 1% cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on potassium chlorate and potassium perchlorate; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 153 : The Senate amendment reduces from · 
5Y.l cents to 1 cent per pound the rate of duty impo ed by the 
lion e bill on refined pota sium nitrate or saltpeter; and the 
Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 155: This amendment makes dutiable at 
25 per cent ad valorem lithium, beryllium, and caesium, whlch 
under the House bill were probably free of duty a metals un
wrought. The Hou e recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 158 and 1045: The Hou e bill imposed a 
duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per pound on sodium bicarbonate 
or baking soda. The Senate amendments transfer this article 
to the free li t; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 159 and 879 : The House bill imposed a 
duty of one-eighth of 1 cent per pound on refined odium borate 
or borax. The Senate amendments transfer this article to the 
free list; and the Senate recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments No . 160 and 1043: The House bill impo ed a 
duty of 1% cents per pound on odium chlorate. 'Tile Senate 
amendments transfer this article to the free list; and the Senate 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 161: The Senate amendment reduces from 
15 cents to 12 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill 011 sodium citrate; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 162: The Senate amendment reduce from 
2%, cents to 2 cents per pound the rate of duty impo ed by the 
Hou e bill on sodium formate; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 163: The Hou e bill impo ed a duty of 
3"% cents per pound on sodium oxalate. The Senate amend
ment changes this rate to 25 per cent ad. valorem; and the House 
recedes with an amendment making the rate 2% cents pe-r 
pound. 

On amendments Nos. 164 and 165 : The House bill impo ed a 
duty of 1 cent 'per pound on sodium phosphate (except pyro 
phosphate) containing by weight Ie than 45 per cent of water, 
and 2 cents per pound on sodium phosphate (except pyro pho -
phate) not specially provided for. Senate amendment No. 164 
increases the rate on that containing by weight less than 45 per 
cent of water to 1% cents per pound, and amendment No. 165 
reduces the rate on that not specially provided for to three
fourths of 1 cent per pound ; and the Hou e recedes on both 
amendments. 

On amendment No. 166: The Senate amendment reduces from 
1%, cents to 1% cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by 

. the House bill on sodium silicofluoride; and the House recedes. 
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On amendment No. 167: The Senate amendment reduces from 

$4 to $2 per ton the rate of duty imposed by the House bill on 
anhydrous sodium sulphate; and the House recedes with an 
amendment making the rate $3 per ton. 

On amendments Nos. 168 and 169: The House bill imposed a 
duty of three-eighths of 1 cent per pound on sodium sulphide 
containing not more than ~5 per cent of sodium sulphide, and 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound on that containing more than 
35 .per cent. The Senate amendments increase these rates, re
spectively, to one-half of 1 cent per pound and 1 cent per pound; 
and the Senate recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 170, 171, and 172: The House bill im
posed a duty of three-eighths of 1 cent per pound on sodium 
silicate, sulphite, bisulphite, metabisulphite, and thiosulphate. 
Senate amendments Nos. 170 and 172 increase the rate on so
ilium sulphite, bisulphite, and metabisulphite to one-half of 1 
cent per pound, and amendment No. 171 reduces the rate on 
sodium silicate and thiosulphate to one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound. The Senate recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 181 and 1073: Under paragraph 1784 
of the House bill, turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin were 
free of duty. Senate amendment No. 1073 strikes out the ref
erence to these articles on the free list, and amendment Nu. 181 
imposes a duty thereon of 10 per cent ad valorem. The House 
recedes on amendment No. 1073, and recedes on amendment No. 
181 with an amendment making the rate 5 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE 2.-EABTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE 

The following amendment makes a clerical change, and the 
House recedes : 196. 

The following amendment makes\ a change in paragraph num
ber, and the Senate recedes: 192. 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph and 
subparagraph references, and the House recedes: 197, 245, 250, 
and 252. 

On amendment No. 190: This is a clerical amendment made 
necessary by amendments Nos. 191 and 193. The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 191: The House bill did not specifically 
enumerate glazed earthen tiles commercially or commonly 
known as strips, or glazed earthen tiles commercially or com
monly known as trimmers or trim, both such articles being 
dutiable at 10 cents per square foot (but not less than 50 nor 
more than 70 pe.t• cent ad valorem) if valued at not more than 
40 cents per square foot; or 60 :pe:::- cent ad valorem if valued 
at more than 40 cents per square foot. The Senate amendment 
specifically enumerates such strips and trimmers or trim and 
imposes the following duties: On strips of one color not exceed
ing 1 inch in width, 1IA, cents each; stenciled, regardless of 
color, not exceeding 1 inch in width, 1% cents each; all the f-ore
going, if embossed or decorated except by stenciling, and all 
other strips, 60 per cent ad valorem ; on trimmers or trim, one
fourth of 1 cent per square inch, but not less than 60 per cent. 
The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 193 : The House bill did not specifically 
enumerate so-called quarries or quarry tiles measuring seven
eighths of an inch or over in thickness, such articles being duti
able at the rates in paragraph 202 (a) of the House bill. The 
Senate amendment specifically enumerates these tiles and re
duces the rate to 30 per cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 194: This amendment increases from five
sixteenths of 1 cent per pound to fifteen thirty-seconds of 1 cent 
per pound the House rate on crude maguesite; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 198: The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on statues, statuettes, and bas-reliefs, wholly 
or in chief value of plaster of Paris, not specially provided for. 
The Senate amendment increases this rate to 60 per cent ad 
valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 199: The House bill imposed a duty of 
fifty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound on wholly or partly 
manufactured pumice stone. The Senate amendment increases 
this rate to three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 200: This amendment is a clarifying 
amendment changing the word " or" to " and" ; and the Hou e 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 201: The House bill did not enumerate 
bentonite, which was dutiable as a clay or earth, not specially 
provided for, at $1 per ton if unwrought and unmanufactured 
or $2 per ton if wrought or manufactured. The Senate amend
ment specifically enumerates this article and makes the rates 
$1.50 and $3.25 per ton, respectively ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 202: The Senate amendment reduces from 
$1.50 to $1 per ton the rate of duty imposed by the House bill 
on crude feldspar ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 203: Under the House bill clays or earths 
artificially activated with acid or other material were not 
specifically provided for and were of doubtful classification. 
The Senate amendment specifically enumerates such clays or 
earths and imposes thereon a duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound and 30 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 204, 206, and 1056: The House bill im
posed a duty of $4 per ton on silica crude, and of $7.50 per ton 
on silica suitable for use as a pigment, both when not speCially 
provided for. Senate amendment No. 204 strikes out this lan
guage and amendment No. 206 restores crude silica, not specially 
provided for, at the reduced rate of $3.50 per ton, while amend
ment No. 1056 places silica, not specially provided for, on tbe 
free list. Amendment No. 206 also imposes a duty of $3.50 
per ton on sand containing 95 per cent or more of silica and 
suitable for use in the manufacture of glass, not specially pro
vided for, which was on the free list under paragraph 1770 of 
tbe House bill. The House recedes on amendment No. 204 with 
an amendment restoring silica, crude, not specially provided for, 
at $3.50 per ton, and recedes on amendment No. 1056. The 
House recedes on amendment No. 206 with an amendment mak
ing dutiable at $2 per ton sand containing 95 per cent or more 
of silica and not more than six-tenths of 1 per cent of oxide of 
iron and suitable for use in the manufacture of glass. 

On amendment No. 205: The House bill imposed a duty of 
$8.40 per ton on fluorspar. The Senate amendment makes this 
rate applicable to fluorspar containing not more than 93 per 
cent of calcium fluoride, but reduces to $5.60 per ton the rate 
on fluorspar containing above 93 per cent of calcium fluoride; 
and the House recedes with an amendment making the content 
dividing line 97 per cent instead of 93 per cent. 

On amendment No. 206: See amendment No. 204. 
, On amendment No. 207 : This amendment rewrhes and am

plifies the House provisions in respect to mica. The House 
recedes with an amendment making clarifying changes in 1-e-: 
spect of phlogopite. The following table shows the duties as 
proposed by the House bill, the Senate amendment, and the con
ference agreement: 

Mica House bill Senate Conference 
amendment agreement 

Unmanufactured: 
Valued not above 15 cents per pound. 4 cents per 4 cents per 4 cents per 

pound. pound. pound. 
Valued above 15 cents per pound ____ 2 cents per 4 cent<~ per 4 cents per 

pound pound pound 
plus25per plus25 per plus 25 per 
cent. cent. cent. 

Cut or stamped to dimensions, shape, or 30 per cent __ 40 per cent._ 40 per cent. 
form. 

Films or splittings (not to dimensions): 
Not above 0. 0012 inch thick _________ _____ do ______ Films and Films and 

splittings, splittings, 
25 per 2 5 per 
cent. cent. 

Above 0. 0012 inch thick ______ ·-----. _____ do _______ Films and Films and 
splittings, splittings, 
40 per 4 0 per 

• cent. cent . 
Films or splittings (d.in;lensioned) ________ 40 per cent Films and Films and 

as manu- splittings, splittings, 
factured. 45 per 45percent. 

cent. 
Plates, built-up, and manufactures oL ___ 40 per cent._ 40 per cent__ 40 per cent. 
Waste and scrap: 

Valued not above 5 cents per pound. 20 per cent._ 25 per cent._ 25 per cent. 
Valued above 5 cents and not above _____ do ______ 4 cents per 4 cents per 

15 cents per pound. pound. pound. 
Valued above 15 cents per pound ____ _____ do ______ 4 cents per 4 cents per 

pound pound plus 
plus25per 25per cant. 
cent. 

Ground. ___ -----------------------------
_____ do ______ 

20 per cent.. 20 per cent. 
Phlogopite, untrimmed, of size stipu-

lated: 
Valued not above 15 cents per pound _ _____ do ______ 15 per cent._ 15 per cent. 
Valued above 15 cents per pound ____ _____ do ______ ____ do ______ Do. 

On amendment No. 208: The House bill imposed a duty of 
three-eighths of 1 cent per pound on talc, steatite or soapstone, 
and French chalk when ground, washed, powdered, or pulver
ized (except toilet preparations). The Sena.,te amendment 
makes this duty 25 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes 
with an amendment making this rate 35 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 209: The House bHI imposed upon deco
rated earthenware a duty of 10 cents per dozen pieces and 50 
per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment strikes out the 
specific rate and increases the ad valorem to 55 per cent; and 
the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 210, 211, and 213 : The House bill imposed 
upon china and porcelain, not decorated, etc., a duty of 10 cents 
per dozen pieces and 60 per cent ad valorem, and upon the 
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decorated, etc., a duty of 10 cents per dozen pieces and 70 per 
cent ad valorem. Senate amendments 210 and 211 strike out 
the specific duties of 10 cents per dozen pieces and amendment 
No. 213 imposes an additional duty of 10 cents per dozen 
separate pieces ·on all "tableware, kitchen ware, and utensils." 
The Hou e recedes on amendments Nos. 210 and 21.1 and recedes 
on amendment No. 213 with an a·mendment making it more clear 
that the utensils specified are only table and kitchen utensils. 

On amendment No. 212: Under the House bill any chilla or 
porcehi.in containing 25 per cent or more of calcined bone was 
dutiable at the rates applicable under that paragraph to articles 
not containing that percentage of calcined bone. The Senate 
amendment reduces the rate on such articles to 50 per cent ad 
valorem if not decorated, etc., and to 55 per cent if decorated, 
etc. ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 214: The House bill imposed upon graph~ 
ite or plUL.lbago, crude or refined, if crystalline lump, chip, or 
dust,_ a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem and of 1%, cents per 
pound if crystalline :Hake. The Senate amendment eliminates 
the House classification and makes all crystalline graphite duti
able at 2 cents per pound; a-nd the House recedes with an 
amendment restoring the House classification and making the 
rates, respectively, 30 per cent ad valorem and 1.65 ·cents per 
pound. 

On amendment No. 215: The -House bill contained a definition 
of the term "crystalline :Hake." The Senate amendment elimi
nates this definition but inserts definitions of the terms " amor
phous " and " crystalline" ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 216: The House bill imposed a duty of 45 
per cent ad valorem on carbons and electrodes, of whatever 
material 'composed, and whol1y or partly manufactured, for 
producing ele,ctric arc light. The Senate amendment increases 
to 60 per cent the rate of duty on such articles if less than 
one-half inch in diametffi• or of equivalent cross-sectional area ; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 217, 219, 220, and 242: Amendment 219 
(together with amendments Nos. 217 and 242) imposes a rate of 
65 per cent on glass rods, which under the House bill were 
dutiable either at 85 per cent under subparagraph (a) of para
graph 218, or at 50 per cent under paragraph 230, or at 40 per 
cent under paragraph 231, and a rate of 40 per cent ad valorem 
on rods of fused quartz or silica, which under the House bill 
were dutiable at 50 per cent under subparagraph .(a) of para
graph 218, or at 30 per cent under paragraph 214, and a rate 
of 65 per cent on glass canes, which under the House bill were 
dutiable at 50 per cent under ·paragraph 230. Amendments 
Nos. 219 and 220 reduce from 65 per cent to 55 per cent the 
rate of duty imposed by the IJouse bill on gauge glass tubes. 
The House·recedes on amendments Nos. 217, 219, and 242, and 
recedes on amendment No. 220 with an amendment making the 
rate on gauge glass tubes 60 per cent. 

On amendment No. 218: This is a clarifying amendment; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 221: The House bill imposed a duty of 
65 per cent ad valorem upon illuminating articles of every de
scription, including chimneys, globes, shades, and . prisms, for 
use in connection with artificial illumination, finished or un-:. 
finished, composed wholly or in chief value of glass. The Sen
ate amendment increases the duty on globes and shades to 70 
per cent ad valorem ; and reduces the other duties as follows : 
Prisms, glass chandeliers, and articles in chief value of prisms, 
to 30 per cent; chimneys, to 55 per cent; all other, to 60 per 
cent ad valorem. The amendment also adds a ·proviso that 
parts, not specially provided for, wholly or in chief value of 
glass · (including ca..:ed glass), shall be subject to the same rate 
of duty as the articles of which they are parts. The House 
recedes with an amendment ·eliminating as surplusage the 
words "including cased glass" wherever they appear in the 
Senate text, and making the rate on prisms, glass chandeliers, 
and articles in chief value of prisms, 60 per cent. 

On amendment No. 222: The House bill imposed a duty of 
70 per cent ad valorem on bottles and jars, wholly or in chief 
value of glass, of the character used or designed to be used as 
containers of perfume, talcum powder, toilet water, or other 
toilet preparations, and on bottles, vials, and jars, wholly or in 
chief value of glass, fitted with or designed for use with 
ground-glass stoppers. The· Senate amendment limits the ap
plication of the subparagraph in the case of bottles, vials, and 
jars, wholly or in chief value of glass, fitted with or designed 
for use with ground-glass stoppers, to such articles when suit
·able for use and of the chamcter ordinarily employed for the 
holding or .transportation of merchandise. It reduces to 25 per 
cent the duty on all articles in the subparagraph made by auto
matic machine and increases to 75 per cent the duty o:a such 
articles when otherwise p1·oduced. The amendment further · 
provides that for the purposes of the subparagraph no regard 

shall be had to the method of manufacture of the stoppers or 
covers. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 223 : The House bill provided that the 
specific rates of duty on cylinder, crown, and· sheet glass should 
not be less than 50 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amend
ment strikes out this minimum duty ; and the House recedes 
with an amendment retaining the House provision but limiting 
the application of the minimum duty to glass weighing less 
than 16 but not less than 12 ounces per square foot. · 

On amendment No. 224: The House bill provides that cylin
der, crown, and sheet glass, imported in boxes, shall contain 
50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, and the duty shall 
be computed thereon according to the actual weight of the glass. 
The Senate amendment denies entry to such glass unless pac:Sed 
in units containing 50 square feet or 100 square feet or mul
tiples of either; and the House recedes with an a~endment 
striking out certain surplus language. 

on· amendment No. 225: The House bill impo ed upon rolled 
glass, not sheet glass, whether or not fluted, figured, ribbed, or 
rou~h, or the same containing a wire netting within it elf, 
vanous specific duties per E.quare foot according to size and 
weight, with the proviso that such glass when ground wholly 
or in part, and rolled or sheet glass not less than one-fourth 
of 1 inch in thickness when obscured in any manner should be 
subject to the same rate of duty as plate glass. . The Senate 
amendment eliminates the specific duties per square foot, im
poses a duty of 1~ cents per pound and strikes out the pro
viso (which is reinserted with changes by amendment No. 229, 
as a separate subparagraph); and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 226: The House bill imposed on plate 
glass, by whatever process made, exceeding 384 but not exceed
ing 720 square inches, a duty of 19 cents per square foot and 
on all above that 22 cents per square foot. The Senate amen,d
ment makes the rate 17 cents if such glass exceeds 384 but 
does not exceed 1,008 square inches, and 19%, cents per square 
foot above that; and the Bouse recedes with an amendment 
inserting an additional br.l\cket at the rate of 17lh cents per· 
square foot on plate glass exceeding 720 but not exceeding 
1,008 square inches. · 

On amendment No. 227: The House bill provided that the 
duty in the case of plate glass measuring ·one-half of 1 inch or 
over should not be less than 50 per cent ad valorem. The 
Senate amendment makes the dividing line three-eighths of 1 
inch; and the Senate recede . 

On amendment No. 228 : The House bill imposed on plate 
glass containing a wire netting within itself, not exceeiling 384 
square inches, a duty of 17 cents per square foot. The Senate 
amendment reduces this duty to 13% cent per square foot; 
and the House recedes with an amendment making the rate 
15 cents per square foot. 

On amendment No. 229: The House bill, by a proviso in para
graph 221, stricken out by amendment No. 225, provided that 
rolled, cylinder, crown, and sheet glass, when ground in whole 
or in part, and ·rolled or sheet glass not less than one-fourth of 
1 inch in thickness when ob cured in any manner should be 
subject to the same rate of duty as plate glass. Amendment 
229 inserts a new subparagraph at the end of paragraph 222 
and provides that rolled, cylinder, crown, and sheet glass, not 
plate glass, if ground wholly or in part (whether or not pol
ished) otherwise than for the purpose of · ornamentation, or if 
one-fourth of 1 inch or more in thickness and obscured by 
coloring prior to solidification, shall be subject to the duties pro
vided for plate glass in subparagraph (a) or (b) of this para
graph; if any of the foregoing is subjected to any of the proc
esses specified in paragraph 224, the additional duty provided 
therein shall apply, · The House recedes. · 

·On amendment No. 230: The House bill impo ed a duty of 
17 cents per square foot on plate, cylinder, crown, and sheet 
glass, by whatever process · made, when made into mirrors, 
finished or partly finished, exceeding in size 144 quare inches 
and not exceeding 384 square inches. The Senate amendment 
reduces this duty to 13% cents per square foot; and the House 
recedes with an amendment making the rate 15 cents per square 
foot. 

On amendment No. 231: This amendment makes applicable to 
rolled glass the additional duty of 5 per cent ad valorem pro~ 
vided by the House bill on plate, cylinder, c1•own, or sheet glass 
subjected to certain processes, such as obscuration, coloring, 
etc.; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 232: This amendment strikes out certain 
language as surplusage; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 233: The House bill imposed upon cylin
der, crown, and sheet glass, and amendment 231, agreed to by 
the conference, imposes.upon rolled glass, an additional duty of 
5 per cent ad valorem if colored. Amendment No. 233 ex
cepts from this additional duty by reason of coloring glass not 
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less than one-fourth of 1 inch in thickness when obscured by 
coloring prior to solidification, which glass, under the action 
of the conference heretofore referred to in connection with 
amendment No. 229, has already been made dutiable at the 
plate-glass rates. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 234 : The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on optical glass or glass used in the manu
facture of lenses or prisms for spectacles, or for optical instru
ments or equipment, or for optical parts, scientific or commer
cial, in any and all forms. The Senate amendment reduces 
this duty to 45 per cent; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 235: This amendment makes a change in 
the House text for purposes of clarity ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 236: This amendment makes it clear that 
prism binoculars are not to be classified as opera or field glasses, 
being provided for in subparagraph (a) ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 237 : This amendment makes a change in 
the House text for purposes of clarity ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 238: The House bill imposed a duty of 
30 per cent ad valorem on incandescent electric-light bulbs and 
lamps, with filaments. The Senate amendment makes this rate 
applicable to such bulbs with filaments of carbon or other non
metallic material, but reduces the rate to 20 per cent in respect 
of such bulbs containing metal filaments ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 239: The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on glass mirrors, not specially provided for, 
not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames 
or cases. The Senate amendment excepts framed or cased mir
rors in chief value of gold, platinum, or silver; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 240: This amendment strikes out as sur
plu age the proviso in the House bill which provides that no 
mirror in a frame or case (unless such mirror, exclusive of the 
frame or case, is the component of chief value) shall be classi
fied under paragraph 230, if it has a ubstantial use other than 
as a mirror ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 241: This amendment rewrites the provi
sion of the House bill for glass ruled or etched in any manner. 
and manufactures of such glass, without change in rate; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 242: The House bill imposed a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on opal, enamel, or cylinder glass rods. The 
Senate amendment eliminates rods (see amendment 217) ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 243 : The House bill imposed an additional 
duty of 3 cents per superficial foot on slabs and paving tiles of 
marble, breccia, or onyx, if rubbed or polished. The Senate 
amendment makes this rate applicable to such articles if rubbed 
in whole or in part, but increases the additional duty to 6 cents 
per superficial foot if polished in whole or in part, whether or 
not rubbed ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 244 and 887: The House bill imposed a. 
duty of 15 per cent ad valorem on bun·stones, manufactured or 
bound up into millstones. Senate amendment No. 244 strikes out 
this duty and amendment No. 887 places such articles on the 
free list. The House recedes on amendment No. 244 and recedes 
on amendment No. 887 with an amendment making a change in 
paragraph number. 

On amendments Nos. 246 and 247 : The House bill imposed a 
duty of 60 per cent ad valorem upon granite suitable for use as 
monumental, paving, or building stone, if pitched or lined, and 
excepted such granite from the 25 cents per cubic foot duty on 
unmanufactured granite. The Senate amendments strike out 
the words "pitched, lined"; and the Senate recedes on both 
amendments. 

On amendment No. 248: The House bill imposed a duty of 25 
cents per cubic foot on travertine stone, unmanufactured, or 
not dressed, -hewn, or polished. The Senate amendment reduces 
the duty to 20 cents per cubic foot; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 249: The House bill imposed a duty of 
$1.75 per ton on grindstones, finished or unfinished. Senate 
amendment No. 249 strikes out this provision and amendment 
No. 950 places these articles upon the free list. The House re
cedes on amendment No. 249. 

On amendment No. 251: The House bill imposed a duty of 15 
per cent ad valorem on slate, slates, slate chimney pieces, man
tels, slabs for tables, roofing slates, and all other manufactures 
of slate, not specially provided for. The Senate amendment in
creases this duty to 25 per cent ad valorem ; and the House 
recedes. 

SCHEDULE 3.-METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph, sub
paragraph, and clause references, and the House recedes: 280, 
352, 353, 354, 356, 357, 361, and 362. . 

On amendment No. 253 : The -House bill -imposed a- duty of 
$1.12~ per ton on iron in pigs and iron kentledge. The Senate 

amendment reduces this rate to 75 cents per ton; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 254 and 269: Under the House bill 
granular or sponge iron was dutiable in paragraph 303 at 
various rates, depending on the value of the article, the lowest 
rate being $4.48 per ton and the average rate being $6.72 per 
ton. Amendment No. 269 strikes out the reference to this 
article in paragraph 303 and amendment No. 254 inserts it in 
paragraph 301 at the rate of 75 cents per ton. The House 
recedes .on amendment No. 269 and recedes on amendment No. 
254 with an amendment making the rate $2.25 per ton. 

On amendments Nos. 255 and 256: These amendments specifi
cally mention hammer scale, roll scale, and mill scale. Under 
the House bill these articles are dutiable as scrap steel or iron 
at the -same rate (75 cents per ton), and the House recedes on 
both amendments. 

On amendment No. 257: The House bill imposed an additional 
duty of 4 cents per pound on the chromium content in excess of 
two-tenths of 1 per cent in the products provided for in para
graph 301. The Senate amendment reduces this additional duty 
to 3 cents per pound; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 258: The House bill imposed a duty of 1 
cent per pound on the metallic manganese content of manganese 
ore or concentrates containing in excess of 30 per cent of 
metallic manganese. The Senate amendment" makes the duty 
applicable whenever the content is in excess of 10 per cent 
manganese, and includes within the provision ferruginous man
ganese ore (which was free of duty under the House bill, 
probably as a crude mineral) and manganiferous iron ore 
(which was free of duty under paragraph 1698 of the House 
bill) ; and the House recedes. · 

On amendments Nos. 259 and 260: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 60 cents per pound on the tungsten content and 25 per 
cent ad valorem on ferrotungsten, metallic tungsten, tungsten 
powder, tungstic acid, and all other compounds of tungsten. 
The Senate amendments rewrite the House text transferring 
ferrotungsten to subparagraph (h) of paragraph 302 without 
change of rate; increasing the rate on lumps, grains, or powders 
of tungsten metal, tungsten carbide, or of mixtures or combina
tions containing tungsten metal or tungsten carbide, to 60 cents 
per pound on the tungsten content and 50 per cent ad valorem ; 
and increasing the rate on tungstic acid and all other compounds 
of tungsten n. s. p. f. to 60 cents per pound on the tungsten 
content and 40 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes on 
both amendments. 

On amendment No. 261 : The House bill imposed a duty of 5 
cents per pound on silicon aluminum, aluminum silicon, alsimin, 
ferrosilicon aluminum, and ferroaluminum silicon. The Senate 
amendment reduces the rate on silicon aluminum and aluminum 
silicon to 3% cents per pound, changes the rate on ferrosilicon 
aluminum and ferroaluminum silicon to 25 per cent ad valorem. 
strikes out the trade name " alsimin " (which remains dutiable 
as ferrosilicon aluminum or ferroaluminum silicon), and makes 
the foregoing rates applicable only when aluminum is not the 
component material of chief value; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 262 and 263 : The House bill imposed a 
duty of 3% cents per pound on the chromium content of ferro
chrome or ferrochromium containing 3 per cent or more of 
carbon, and 30 per cent ad valorem on that containing less than 
3 per cent, and the same rate on chrome metal or chromium 
metal. The Senate amendment reduces these rates, respec
tively, to 2% cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem ; and 
the House recedes on amendment No. 262 and the Senate re
cedes on amendment No. 263. 

On amendment No. 264: Under the House bill tantalum and 
tantalum alloys not special1y provided for are not specifically 
mentioned and are probably free of duty as metals unwrought, 
not specially provided for. The Senate amendment imposes a 
duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on tantalum and on specified 
tantalum alloys; and the House recedes. 

Orr amendment No. 265: The House bill imposed a duty of $2 
per pound on cerium metal. The Senate amendment reduces 
this rate to $1 per pound; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 266 : The House bill imposed a duty of 
$2 per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem on ferrocerium and 
all other cerium alloys. The Senate amendment retains the ad 
valorem rate but reduces the specific rate to $1 per pound; and 
the Senate recedes. , 

On amendments Nos. 267 and 268: Under the House bill duc
tile columbium or niobium metal was dutiable under subpara
graph (n) of paragraph 302 at 25 per cent ad valorem and 
ductile nonferrous alloys of columbium or niobium metal were 
dutiable at 40 per cent ad valorem as ductile nonferrous alloys 
of tantalum under subparagraph (r). The Senate amendments 
make these products dutiable -under subparagraph (r) at 40 
per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. -
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On amendment No. 269: See amendment No. 254. The House 

recedes. -
On amendment No. 270: The House. bill impo ed a duty of 

two-tenths of 1 cent per pound on muck bars, pieces thereof 
except crop ends, bar iron, and round iron in coils or rods, iron 
in slabs, blooms, loop , or other forms less finished than iron in 
bars and more advanced than pig iron, except castings, when 
valued at not more than 1 cent per pound. The Senat~ 
amendment eliminate this bracket, the effect of w}lich is to 
increa e the rate on uch articles to three-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 271: The Hpuse bill imposed a duty of 
two-tenths of 1 cent per pound on steel ingots, cogged ingob;;, 
blooms and slabs, by whatever process made; die blocks or 
blanks ; billets and bars, . whether solid or hollow ; shafting ; 
pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes, not advanced in value or 
condition by any process or operation. ~ubs,equent to the process 
of stamping; hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds 
not in bar.s; concrete reinforcement bars; all descriptions and 
shapes of dry sand, loam, or iron molded steel castings; sheets 
and plate and steel not specially provided for; all the fore
going valued at not over 1 cent per pound. The Senate amend
men.t eliminates tip~ bracket, the effect of which is to increase 
the rate on S'Qch articles to three-tenths of 1 cent pe;r pound; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 272: The House bill imposed an additional 
dutY. -of 1/o- cents per pound on hollow bars and _ hollow drjl_l 
steel valued at more than 4 cents per pound. The S.~ate 
amendment eliminates this aaditional duty; and the House re
cedes with an amendment making the additional duty tb.ree-
fourths of 1 cent per pound. _ 

On amendment No. 273 ; In addition to the duties provided 
for in paragraphs 303, 304, 307, 308, 312, 313, 315, 316, 317, 31S, 
319, 322, 323, 324, 327, and 328, the House bill imposed an ~ddi
tional ad valorem dqty on all steel or iron, j_n all fo~·J1V3_ and 
·hape , by whatever process made, and by whatever name de~ig
na ted, whether ca t, hot or cold rolled, forged, stamped, or 
di"awn, when such steel or iron contains a!ly a,lloying element 
in excess of certain designated percentages; and additional 
cumulative specific duties on the vanadium, tungsten, molybde
num, or chl'omium contained in such steel or iron in excess of 
certain de ignated percentages. The Se~te amendment re
writes the House text so as to subject to the additional duttes 
the iron and steel in all the articles enumerated or described in 
such paragraphs as well as in the ma.terials ; and the Honse 
recedes. . 

On amendment No. 274: Under the Hou e bill one of the 
-cumulative duties referred to in the explanation of amendment 
No. 273 was a duty of 4 cents per pound on the chromium content 
in excess of two-tenths of 1 per cent. The Senate amendrp.ent 
reduces the rate to 3 cents per pound (applicable as explaiped_ in 
connection with amendment No. 273) ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 275: The House bill impo.sed a duty of 
seven-twentieths of 1 cent per pound on boiler or _ other plate 
iron or steel, except crucible plate steel and saw plate steel, not 
thinner than one hundred and nine one-thou andtbs of 1 inch, 
cut or sheared to shape or otherwise, or unsheared, and skelp 
iron or steel sheared or rolled in grooves, all the foregoing 
valued at 1 cent per pound or less. The Senate amendment 
eliminates this bracket, the effect of which is to increase the 
rate on such articles to five-tenths of 1 cent per pound ; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 276, 277, and 278: The Senate amend
ments eliminate the term " building forms," since it has no 
meaning in the trade ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 279: The House bill imposed a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem on rivet, screw, fence, and other iron or 
steel wire rods, whether round, oval, or square, or in any other 
shape, nail rods and flat rods up to 6 inches in width ready to 
be drawn or rolled into wire or strips, all the foregoing in coils 
or otherwise, valued at over 4 cents per pound. The S'enate 
amendment change this rate to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 281 and 282:· See amendment No. 284. 
On amendment No. 283: The House bill imposed a duty of 40 

per cent ad valorem on wire rope. The Senate amendment re
duces this rate to 35 per cent; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 284, 281, and 282: Under the House bill 
wire compo ed of tungsten or molybdenum was dutiable under 
subparagraph (a) of paragraph 316 at 25 per cent ad valorem 
if uncovered, and at 35 per cent ad valorem if covered. Senate 
amendments Nos. 281 and 282 except tungsten and molybdenum 
wire from the provisions of subparagraph (a) and amendment 
No. 284 specifically provides for such wire at 60 per cent ad 
valorem. The Hou e recedes on amendments Nos. 281 and 282. 

Ingots and shot containing tungsten or molybdenum are dutiable 
in the House bill under paragraph 302 at 60 cents per pound on 
the tungsten cont~nt and 25 per cent ad valorem if of tungsten, 
and if of molybdenum at 50 cents on the molybdenum content 
and 15 per cent ad valorem. Bars, sheets, or other forms (ex
cept wire) not specially provided for, containing more than 50 
per cent of tungsten or molybdenum or their carbides, are duti
able under the House bill at 50 per cent in paragraph 398, and 
scrap of the same materials probably is dutiable under the pro
vision for waste, not specially provided for, in paragraph 1555. 
Senate amendment No. 284 makes all the foregoing dutiable at 
60 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes on this amend
ment with an an;tendment making the rate 50 per cent ad va
lorem in the case of ingots, shot, bar , and scrap, but retaining 
the 60 per cent rate in the case of sheets, ·wire, or other forms. 

On amendment No. 285: The House bill imposed a duty of 55 
per cent ad valorem on Fourdrinier wires and cylinder wires, 
suitable for use in paper-making machines (whether or not parts 
of or fitted or attached to such machines), and on woven-wire 
cloth suitable for use in the manufacture of Fourdrinier wires 
or cylinder wires. The Senate amendment reduces this rate to 
40 per cent ad -valorem ; and the .House recedes with an ameml
ment making the rate 50 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendm_~nts Nos. 286 and 287: The House bill except~ 
from the .vrov~ions of this paragraph autoclaves, catalyst 
chambers or tube~?, converters, reaction chambers, scrubber~, 
separators, shells, stills, ovens, soakers, penstock pipes, cylin
der. , containe.rs, drum , and vessel , a~y of the foregoing pro
vided for in p_ar~gra_ph 3~ (relating to castings of iron). The 
Senate amendments except from the paragraph any of the fore
going made of cast steel, and any of the f~regoing made of ca t 
iron whether or not provided for in paragraph 327; and the 
House recedes on both amendments. · 

On amendment No. 288: The House bill refers to article of 
a c rtain dirunetel,", and the Senate amendment specifies that the 
diameter of the articles provided for in this paragraph shall be 
determined as the largest inside diameter, exclusive of non
metallic lining_; and the House recedes. 

.On amendment No. 289 : The House bill imposed a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on autoclaves, catalyst chambers or tubes, 
converters, reaction chambers, scrubbers, eparators, shells, 
stills, ovens, soakers, penstock pipes, cylinder , containers, 
dr~s •. al)d v~ssels, a:oy of the foregoing compo ed wholly or in 
chief value of iron or steel, by whatever process made (see 
amendments Nos. 286 and 287), wholly or partly manufa~ed, 
if over 20 inches in diameter {see amendment No. 288) and 
having metal walls 11J.l inches or more in thickness, and parts 
for any of the foregoing. The Senate amendment reduces th:s 
rate to 25 per cent; and the House recedes with an amendment 
making the rate 35 'per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 290: The House bill im_posed a duty of 
30 per cent ad valorem on cast-iron pipe of every de cription, and 
cast-iron fittings for cast-iron' pipe. The Senate amendment 
reduces thi rate to 25 per cent; and the House recedes. 

Orr amendments Nos. 291 and 3 9: Under the House bill 
molders' patterns wholly or in chief value of metal were dutiable 
under the .basket clause of the metal schedule (par. 398) at 50 
per cent ad valorem, and those wholly or in chief value of 
wood were provided for in paragraph 413 of the House pill at 
40 per cent ad valorem. Senate amendment No. 389 strikes out 
the reference to molders' patterns in paragraph 413 of the 
House bill and amendment No. 291 specifically provides for all 
molders' patterns, of whatever material compo ed, for the manu
facture of castings, at 50 per cent ad valorem; and the House 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 292: Under the House bill, staples, in strip 
form. for use in paper fasteners or stapling machine were 
dutiable in this paragraph as staples not specially provided for 
at six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. The Senate amendment spe
cifically provides for this article and increa es the rate to 10 
cents per pound; and the Hou e recedes with an amendment 
making the rate 2 cents per pound. 

On amendment No. 29.3: The House bill impo ed a duty of 11 
cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem on table, household, 
kitchen, and hospital utensils, and hollow or fiat ware, not 
specially provided for, composed wholly or in chief value of 
aluminum. The Senate amendment eliminate the specific duty 
and reduces the ad valorem duty to 25 per cent; and the House 
recedes with an amendment· making the rate 8:1;2 cents per 
pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 294: The House bill imposed an additional 
duty of 10 per-cent ad valorem on table, household, kitchen, and 
hospital utensils, provided for in t:l$ pru·agraph when contain
ing electrical heating elements as constituent parts thereof. The 
Senate amendment strikes out this additional duty; and the 
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House recedes with an amendment· making it clear that the 
rates specified in paragraph 339 apply to the articles named 
therein whether or not the articles eontain such eiectriCa1 heat
jug elements. 

On amendments Nos. 295 and 296: The House bill imposed a 
duty of $1.50 per thousand and 50 per cent ad valorem on 
crochet needles or hooks. The Senate amendments reduce this 
rate to $1.15 per thousand and 40 per emit ad valorem ; and the 
Hou...,e recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 297: The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on tape; knitting, and all other needles, 
not specially provided for, on bodkins of metal, and on needle
cases or needlebooks 'furnished with assortments of needles or 
combinations of needles and other articles. The Senate amend
ment reduces this rate to 45 per cent ad valorem; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 298: Under the House bill, belt buckles, 
trouser buckles, waistcoat buckles, shoe or slipper buckles, and 
parts thereof, made wholly or partly of iron, steel, or other base 
metal valued at more than $1.66% per hundred, were dutiable 
under' pru·agraph 1527 (c) (2) at the following cumulative 
rates: 1 cent each and in addition thereto three~:tifths of 1 cent 
per dozen for each 1 cent the value exceeds 20 cents per dozen, 
and 50 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment removes 
this class of buckles from paragraph 15~7 by specifically provid
ing for them at a rate of 20 cents per hundred, plus an addi
tional duty of 20 per cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 299: The House bill imposed a duty of 
15 cents per gross on pens, not specially provided for, of plain 
or carbon· steel and 18 cents per gross on those of other metal. 
The Senate amendment makes all metallic pens, not sp~cially 
provided for, dutiable at 12 cents per gross; and the Senate re
cedes. 

On amendment No. 300: The Se,nate amendment eliminates 
the term "drill bits," as it is not an accurate trade designa
tion, and inserts in lieu thereof more accurate designation 
" drills " ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 301: This amendment makes clear that 
the 50 per cent rate provided in paragraph 352 will be confined 
to metal-cutting tools ; and the House recedes. 

On amentment No. 302: The House bill imposed a rate of 60 
per cent ad valorem on certain tools containing more than 
certain percentages of vanadium, tungsten, molybdenum, or 
chromium. The Senate amendment makes this rate also ap
plicable to cutting tools not for metal cutting; an4 the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 303: This amendment makes it clear that 
the provisions of paragraph 352 imposing duties on certain 
metal cutting and other cutting tools shall not apply to hold
ing or operating devices ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 304: This amendment makes it clear that 
the rates imposed by paragraph 353 on electrical telegraph ap
paratus wholly or in chief value of metal shall apply to elec
trical telegraph printing and typewriting apparatus; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 305: The Senate amendment excepts lab
oratory instruments from paragraph 353 (electrical instru
ments), the effect of which is to transfer them to· paragraph 
360, which provides for laboratory instruments; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 306: The House bill imposed a duty of 
40 per cent ad valorem on all articles suitable for producing, 
rectifying, modifying, controlling, or distributing electrical en
ergy; electrical telegraph, telephone, signaling, radio, welding, 
ignition, wiring, therapeutic, and X-ray apparatus, instru
ments, and devices; and articles having as an essential feature 
an electrical element or device, such as electric motors, fans, 
locomotives, portable tools, furnaces, beaters, ovens, ranges, 
washing machines, refrigeratorN, and signs; all the foregoing, 
and parts thereof, finished or unfinished, wholly or in chief 
value of metal, and not specially provided for. The Senate 
amendment reduces this rate to 30 per cent; and the House 
recedes with an amendment making the rate 35 per cent ad 
valorem. 

On amendment No. 307: The House bill imposed a duty of 2 
cents each and 50 per cent ad valorem on penknives, pocket
knives, clasp knives, pruning knives, budding knives, erasers, 
manicure knives, and all knives by whatever name known 
including such as are denominatively ~entioned in this act, 
which have folding or other than fixed blades or attachments, 
valued at not more than 40 cents per dozen. The Senate 
amendment reduces the specific rate to 1 cent each but retains 
the ad valorem rate at 50 per cent; and the House recedes 
with an amendment making the specific rate 114 cents each. 

On amendment No. 308: Under the House bill hand forceps , 
were dutiable under this paragraph at 60 per cent ad valorem, 
and manicure or pedicure nippers were dutiable under para
graph 361 at 10 cents each and 60 per cent ad valorem if 
valued at not more than $2 per dozen, or 20 cents each and 60 
per cent ad valore~ if valued at more than $2 per dozen. 
Senate amendment No. 308 strikes out the reference to hand 
forceps, which in effect makes this article dutiable under para· 
graph 359, if surgical or dental forceps, or under paragraph 
360, if scientific or laboratory forceps. The amendment also 
specifically provides for manicure and pedicure nippers at 60 
per cent ad valorem without the additional specific duty. The 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 309: In addition to the specific duties 
provided on straight razors and parts thereof, finished or un
finished, the House bill imposed an ad valorem duty of 45 per 
cent. The Senate amendment reduces this ad valorem rate to 
30 per cent ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 310: This is a clarifying amendment; and 
the House recedes. 
. On amendment No. 311: The House bill imposed a duty of 70 . 

·per cent ad valorem on surgical instruments -and parts thereof,. 
including hypodermic needles, hypodermic syringes, and forceps, 
composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, brass, nickel, 
aluminum, or other metal, finished or unfinished. The Senate 
amendment reduces this rate to 45 per cent ; and the House 
·ecedes with an amendment making the rate 55 per cent ad 
valorem, except that the rate on any of the foregoing in part 
of the metals enumerated, but in chief value. of glass, is retained . 
at 70 per cent. · 

On amendment No. 312: The House bill imposed a duty of 60 
per cent ad valorem on dental instruments and parts thereof, 
including hypodermic needles, hypodermic syringes, and forceps, 
wholly or in part of iron, steel, copper, brass, nickel, aluminum, 
or other metal, finished or unfinished. The Senate amendment 
reduces this rate to 35 per cent; and the House recedes with an 
amendment agreeing to the 35 per cent rate, except that the rate 
on any of the foregoing in part of the metals enumerated, · but 
in .chief value of glass, is retained at 60 per cent. · 

On amendment No . . 313 : The Senate amendment . eliminates 
the term " philosophical " as applied to instruments, apparatus, 
etc., as being no longer in commercial use, the intent being suf
ficiently covered by the words " scientific and laboratory " and 
"surveying and mathematical" ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 314 and 315: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 40 per cent ad valorem on drawing instruments and 
parts ·thereof, wholly or in chief vain~ of metal, and not plated 
with gold, silver, or platinum, finished or unfinished, not spe
cially provided for. The Senate amendments increase the rate 
to 60 per cent, the designation being changed to "drawing in
struments, and parts thereof, wholly or in chief value of 
metal"; and the House recedes on both amendments with an 
amendment making the rate 45 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 316: This amendment is made necessary 
by the conference agreement on amendment No. 308; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 317: The House b.ill imposed a duty of 10 
C('nts each and 60 per cent ad valorem on pliers other than slip 
joint, pincers, nippers, of all kinds (se~ amendment No. 316), 
and hinged hand tools for holding and splicing wire, finished 
or unfinished, valued at not more than $2 per dozen, and a duty 
of 20 cents each and 60 per cent ad valorem on all the fore
going valued at more than $2 per dozen. The Senate amend
ment eliminates both brackets and the specific rates, making 
all the foregoing dutiable at 60 per cent regardless of value; and 
the House recedes with an amendment restoring the House clas
sification retainiri.g the ad valorem rate, but changing the specific 
rates, respectively, to 5 cents each and 10 cents each. 

On amendment No. 318: The House bill imposed a duty of 25 
per cent ad valorem on muzzle-loading muskets, shotguns, rilles, 
and parts thereof. Amendment No. 318 strikes out the House 
provisions and amendment No. 983 transfers these articles to the 
free list. The House recedes on am"endment No. 318. 

On amendment No. 319: Under the House bill bells (except 
carillons) were dutiable under paragraph 398 as manufactures 
of metal not specially provided for. The Senate amendment 
specifically provides for bells (except church and similar bells 
and carillons), finished or unfinished, and parts thereof, at 70 
per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes with an amend
ment making the rate 50 per cent ad -valorem. 

On amendments Nos. 320, 322, 323, and 324: The Senate amend
ments strike out the designations "double or single -barreled 
breech-loading and repeating" and "breech-loading and repeat
ing" and "breech-loading" when applied to shotguns or rifles 
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as being surplusage, all muzzle-loading arms being specifically 
provided for ; and the House recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendment No. 321: The House bill imposed a duty of $10 
each plus an additional duty of 45 per cent ad valorem on 
double or single barreled breech-loading and repeating shotguns, 
rifles, and combination shotguns and-rifles, .valued at more than 
$25 each. The Senate amendment (see also amendment No. 
320) retains this rate in the case of any of the foregoing :valued 
at more than $25 each and not more than $50 each, and changes 
the basic rate on those valued at more than $50 each from $10 
each to 20 per cent ad valorem, retaining the additional duty 
of 45 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 322, 323, and 324: See amendment No. 
320. 

On amendments Nos. 325 and 326: Under the House bill, parts 
and fittings for pistols and revolvers, automatic, single-shot, 
magazine, or revolving, were dutiable at the same rates as pis
tols and revolvers, viz: $2 each if valued at not more than $4 
each ; $2.50 each when valued at more than $4 and not more than 
$8 each ; and $3.50 each when valued at more than $8 each; and 
in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, 55 per cent ad valorem. 
The Senate amendments remove parts and fittings from the 
classification with pistols and revolvers and provide for them at 
50 per cent ad valorem in lieu of the specific duties, at the same 
time retaining the additional duty of 55 per cent ad valorem ; 
and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 327: Under the existing law a duty i 
imposed upon watch movements at specific rates, .based upon the 
number of jewels contained therein, the rates running from 75 
cents each on watch movements having less than 7 jewels to 
$10.75 each on those having more than 17 jewels, while watch 
cases and · parts of watches were dutiable at 45 per cent ad 
valorem. Unset jewels for watches, clocks, meters, or com
passes were dutiable at 10 per cent ad valorem, and enameled 
dials for watches or other instruments at 3 cents each and 45 
per _cent ad valorem. The House bill completely rewrites the 
language of .the existing law, and provides a new basis of classi
fication, depending upon the physical characteristics of the 
mechanism. The provisions of the paragraph are made to apply 
to time-keeping, time-measuring, or time-indicating mechanisms, 
devices, and insh·uments, whether or not designed to be worn 
or carried on or about the person, if less than 1.77 inches wide 
and if having any type of stem, rim, or self-winding mechanism, 
and watch movements designed or intended to be worn or car
ried on or ~;tbout the person, any of the above if completely 
assembled, whether or not in cases, containers, or housings. 
The basic rates are adjusted according to the size of the move
ments and run from $1.25 each on those more than 1% inches 
wide to $2.50 each on those six-tenths of 1 inch or less in width, 
with a reduction in these rates of 40 per cent .if such move
ments have only 1 jewel or no jewels, and an additional duty of 
20 cents for each jewel in excess of 7. The House bill also im
poses an additional duty of $1 for each adjustment with a mini
mum adjustment rate of $3 in the case of all watches containing 
15 or more jewels and 1 irich or more in diameter, and a further 
duty of $1 each if -constructed or designed to operate for a period 
in excess of 47 hours without rewinqing, or if self-winding, or if 
a self-winding device may be incorporated therein. Parts (ex
cept pillar or bottom plates) not constituting a subassembly, and 
mainsprings are made dutiable at 65 per cent ad valorem ; pillar 
or bottom plates were subjected to one-half the amount of duty 
borne by the complete movement; and each subassembly was 
subjected to the same rate of duty as the complete movement. 
On unset jewels, a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem was imposed, 
and on dials whether or not attached to movements, a duty of 5 
cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem. Cases were made duti
able at various rates, depending upon the component material, 
and whether or not set with precious, semiprecious, or imita
tion precious or semiprecious stones. The Senate amendment 
strikes out the House text and restores the language and rates 
of existing law. The House recedes with an amendment, using 
the House bill as a basis, making certain changes in language 
and certain changes in substance. The principal changes in sub
stance are as follows : 

(1) The provisions of the paragraph apply to watch move
ments, and time-keeping, time-measuring, or time-indicating 
mechanisms, devices, and instruments, whether or not designed 
to be worn or caiTied on or about the person, all the foregoing, 
if less than 1.77 inches wide, whether or not in cases, containers, 
or housings. 

(2) The rate of 20 cents on each jewel in excess of 7 contained 
in any movement, etc., is reduced to 15 cents. 

(3) The minimum $3 adjustment rate of the House bill bas 
been removed. 

( 4) Movements, etc., having more than 17 jewels, whether 
adjusted or unadjusted, and whether with or without dials, 
are given a fiat rate of $10.75 each in lieu of the rates :fiXed in 
the House bill. 

( 5) Parts for repair purposes to the extent of 4 per cent of 
the value of any shipment of complete movements, etc. (except • 
plates, bridges, and jewels), whether or not constituting sub
assemblies, are made dutiable at 45 per cent ad valorem, the 
same rate as in the present act. Assemblies and subassemblies 
(other than those to which the 45 per cent rate applies) are 
made dutiable as follows: 3 cents for ea~ piece of material 
except jewels ( 15 cents each) and except pillar or bottom plates 
(half the duty on the complete movement, etc.), and except 
balance assemblies (50 cents for the entire assembly). No 
assembly or subassembly is to be subject to more duty than the 
duty on the complete movement, etc., nor to a less duty than 
45 per cent. · -

( 6) The dial duty is not imposed on dials attached to · 
movements. 

On amendment No. 328: Under the existing law a duty lB 
impo ed on clocks and clock movements, including lever clock 
movements, and · clockwork mechanisms, cased or uncased, 
whether imported complete or in parts, and any device or 
mechanism having an essential operating feature intended for 
measuring time, distance, or fares, or the flowage of water, gas, 
electricity, or similar uses, or for regulating or controlling the 
speed of arbors, drums, di ks, or similar uses, or for recording, 
indicating, or performing any operation or function at a pre
determined time or times, any of the foregoing whether wholly· 
or partly complete or knocked down, based on the number of 
jewels in the escapement and on the value, at rates running from ' 
35 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem on those having no · 
jewels, to $4 each and 45 per cent ad valorem on those with 
over four jewels, while cases and casings for clockwork mecha
nisms imported separately were dutiable at 45 per cent ad· 
valorem; and parts not specially proVided for at 50 per cent 
ad valorem (jewels for clocks dutiable under paragraph 367 ' 
at 10 per cent ad valorem under · both House bill and Senate 
amendment). ' 

The House bill entirely rewrites the language, providing 
classific:ition primarily on the basis of whether completely 
assembled or in su~assemblies or parts. The paragraph of the 
House bill applies to the following: Clocks, clock movements, 
including lever movements, clockwork mechanisms, time-keep
ing, time-measuring, or time-indicating mechanisms, devices · 
and instruments, synchronous and subsynchronous motors of 
less than one-fortieth of 1 horsepower, and any mechanism, 
device, or instrument intended or suitable for measming time, 
distance, speed, or fares, or the flowage of water, gas, or elec
trici ty, or similar uses, or for regulating, indicating, or · con
trolling the speed of arbors, drums, disks, or similar uses, or 
for recording or indicating time, or for recording, indicating, or · 
performing any operation or function at a predetermined time 
or times, all the above (except the articles enumerated or de- · 
scribed in par. 367), if completely assembled, whether or not 
in cases, containers, or housings. The Hou e bill also provides 
rates for complete movements, etc., and for subassemblie of· 
two or more pieces (except plates) of from 55 cents each and 
65 per cent ad valorem to $4.50 each and 65 per cent ad 
valorem, with an additional cumulative duty of 25 cents for 
each jewel or substitute for jewel. The House bill also pro
vides rates on plates of one-half the duty on the complete 
movement, on cases of 45 per cent ad valorem, on dials 50 per 
cent ad valorem, and on other parts 65 per cent The House 
bill also separately mentions taximeters and provides a rate of 
85 per cent ad valorem. 

The House recedes with amendments making a few changes 
in language and some changes in substance. The important 
changes in substance are as follows : 

( 1) Synchronous and subsynchronous motors of less than 
one-fortieth of 1 horsepower, valued at more than $3 each, not 
including the value of gea}.·s or other attachments, are re
moved from ~e operation of the paragraph. 

(2) Parts (except plates and jewels ) to the extent of 1lh 
per cent of the value of complete movements, etc., in any ship
ment are made dutiable at 45 · per cent, the same rate as in 
the present act. Assemblies and suba semblies, not containing 
plates and not bearing the 45 per cent rate for repair parts, 
are made dutiable at 65 per cent plus 3 cents for each part or 
piece of material except jewels, which carry a specific rate of 
25 cents instead of 3 cents. Subassemblies containing plates 
are dutiable at the rate provided on the plate plus 5 cents for 
each other piece of material except in the case of jewels, which · 
are dutiable at 25 cents instead of 5 cents. No as emblies or 
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subassemblies shall be subject to a greater amount of duty 
than would be borne by the complete movement, etc., for which 
suitable. 

On amendment No. 329 : The House bill impo ed a duty of 25 
per cent ad valorem on automobiles, automobile bodies, auto
mobile chassis, motor cycles, and parts of the foregoing, not 
including tires, all the foregoing whether finished or unfinished, 
and provided for a countervailing duty of not more than 50 per 
cent. The Senate amendment rewrites the House text and re
tains the 25 per cent rate on automobile trucks valued at 
$1,000 or more each, automobile truck and motor bus chassis 
valued at $750 or more each, automobile truck bodies valued 
at $250 or more each, motor busses designed for the car
riage of more than 10 persons, and bodies for such busses, all 
the foregoing whether finished or unfinished. On all other 
automobiles, automobile chassis, and automobile bodies, and 
motor cycles, all the foregoing, finis;hed or unfinished, the Senate 
amendment reduces the rate to 10 per cent ad valorem, and on 
parts (except tires and parts wholly or in chief value of glass, 
finj shed .or unfinished, not specially provided for) the amend
ment retains the House rate of 25 per cent ad valorem. The 
amendment also strikes out the countervailing duty. The 
House recedes with an amendment retaining the Senate text, 
but restoring the countervailing duty. 

On amendment No. 330: .The House bill imposed on bicycles, 
and parts thereof, a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem, and pro
vided for a countervailing duty of not more than 50 per cent. 
The Senate amendment strikes out the countervailing-duty pro
vision; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 331 and 332: The House bill limited the 
provision for steam engines by adding the word 11 reciprocating," 
and made special provision for turbines at the rate of 30 per 
cent ad valorem. The Senate amendments have the effect of 
restoring turbines to the classification of 11 steam engines" at 15 
per cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes on amendment 
No. 331 and the House recedes on amendment No. 332 with an 
amendment restoring the House provision but fixing the rate on 
steam turbines at 20 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 333: the House bill imposes a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem on printing presses, not specially provided 
for. Bookbinding and paper-box machinery were classifiable 
under the House provision in this paragraph for machines, 
n. s. p. f. at 30 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment 
reduces the rate to 25 per cent ad valorem; rewrites the House 
language so as to read "printing machinery (except for tex
tiles)"; and specifically enumerates in this classific.ation 11 book
binding machinery, and paper-box machinery"; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 334: The House bill imposes a duty of 45 
per cent ad valorem on machines for knitting full-fashioned 
hosiery. The Senate amendment strikes out this House lan
guage, the effect of which is to classify the item as knitting 
machines in this paragraph, dutiable at 40 per cent ad valorem; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 335 : This amendment reduces from 40 to 
35 per cent ad valorem the House rate on textile machinery, 
finished or unfinished, not specially provided for; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 336: 'The House bill imposes a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on punches, shears, and bar cutters, in
tended for use in fabricating structural or other rolled iron or 
steel shapes. The Senate amendment strikes out this House 
provision, the effect of which is to make these items dutiable 
at 30 per cent ad valorem as "machine tools " ; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 337: This amendment reduces from 30 to 
25 per cent the House rate on machines, finished or unfinished, 
not specially provided for ; and the House recedes with an 
amendment making the rate 27lh per cent ad valorem. 

On amendments Nos. 338 and 339: The House bill provides that 
parts, wholly or in chief value of metal, of any of the machinery 
dutiable under this paragraph, shall be dutiable at the same 
rate of duty as the articles of which they are parts. Senate 
amendment 338, adds after the word " parts," where it first ap
pears, the words " not specially provided for " ; and the House 
recedes. Amendment No. 339 adds after the words "in chief 
value of metal," the words "or porcelain," thus transferring 
porcelain parts from paragraph 212 where they would be duti
able at the House rates at 10 cents per dozen pieces and 60 per 
cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 340 : The House bill imposed a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem on forks, hoes, and rakes. The Senate amend
ment strikes out this provision, the effect of which would be to 
make the items except hay forks automatically fall in the classi-

fication "agricultural implements " on the free list; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 341 and 342: The House bill imposes the 
following duties: Aluminum, aluminum scrap, and alloys (ex
cept those provided for in paragraph 302) in which aluminum 
is the component material of chief value, in crude form, 5 cents 
per pound; in coils, plates, sheets, bars, rods, circles, disks, 
blanks, strips, rectangles, and squares, 9 cents per pound. The 
Senate amendments reduce these rates to 2 and 3lh cents per 
pound, respectively; and the House recedes with amendments 
making these rates, respectively, 4 cents per pound and 7 cents 
per pound. 

On amendment No. 343: The Senate amendment reduces from 
40 to 35 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on aluminum foil less than six one-thousandths of 1 
inch in thickness; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 344 : The House bill imposed on bronze pow
der, or Dutch metal powder, or aluminum powder, in leaf, a 
duty of 6 cents per one hundred leaves and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment strikes . out the ad valorem 
rate, but leaves unchanged the specific rate; and the House 
recedes with an amendment making the rate 6 cents per one 
hundred leaves and 10 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 345: This amendment reduces from one
half of 1 cent to three-eighths of 1 cent per 100 square inches, the 
House rate on stamping and embossing materials of bronze 
powder, or Dutch metal powder, or aluminum powder, mounted 
on paper or equivalent backing, and releasable from the backing 
by means of heat and pressure ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 346: The House bill imposed a duty of 
6 cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem on tinsel wire, 
made wholly or in chief value of gold, silver, or other metal. 
The Senate amendment strikes out the ad valorem duty but 
leaves the specific duty unchanged ; and the House recedes with 
an amendment making the ad valorem rate 10 per cent. 

On amendment No. 347: The House bill imposed a duty of 6 
cents per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem on lame or lahn, 
made wholly or in chief value of gold, silver, or other metal. 
The Senate amendment strikes out the ad valorem rate but 
leaves the specific rate unchanged ; and the House recedes with 
an amendment making the ad valorem rate 20 per cent. 

On amendment No. 348: The House bill imposed a duty of 6 
cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem on bullions and 
metal threads made wholly or in chief value of tinsel wirP., or 
lame or lahn. The Senate amendment reduces the ad valorem 
rate to 20 per cent but leaves the specific rate unchanged ; and 
the House recedes with an amendment making the ad valorem 
rate 35 per cent. 

On amendment No. 349 : This amendment reduces from 55 to 
30 per cent ad valorem the House rate on beltings and other 
articles made wholly or in chief value of tinsel wire, metal 
thread, lame or lahn, or of tinsel wire, lame or lahn and india 
rubber, bullions, or metal threads, not specially provided for ; 
and the House recedes with an amendment making the rate 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 350 : This amendment reduces from 65 to 
40 per cent ad valorem the House rate on woven fabrics, rib
bons, fringes, and tassels, made wholly or in chief value of 
any of the materials or articles referred to above under amend
ments Nos. 346-349; and the House recedes with an amendment 
making the rate 55 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 351: T·he House bill imposed a duty on 
illuminating or lighting fixtures, lamps, lamp bases, candelabra 
and candlesticks, any of the foregoing and parts thereof, fin~ 
ished or unfinished, not specially provided for, if wholly or in 
chief value of base metal or alloy, 50 per cent ad valorem; if 
~holly or in chief value of, or plated with platinum, gold, or 
silver, 65 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment strikes 
out the House language, the effect of which is to throw the 
items into the basket clause of the metal schedule. The House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 355 and 1005: The House bill imposed 
a duty of 1 cent per pound on nickel oxide. Amendment No. 
355 strikes out the Hou e language, and amendment No. 1005 
transfers this item to the free list; and the House recedes on 
both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 358, 359, and 360: These are perfecting 
amendments to extend the sampling in bond privilege to lead-
bearing flue dust ; and the Hou..~e recedes. . 

On amendment No. 363: The House bill imposed the following 
duties on zinc in zinc-bearing ore : Containing less than 10 per 
cent zinc, free; containing 10 per cent and less than 20 per cent 
zinc, one-half cent per pound; containing 20 per cent and less 
than 25 per cent zinc, 1 cent per pound; containing 25 per cent or 
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more, 11h cents per pound. · The Senate amendment imposes a 
duty of l:lh cents per pound on all zinc in ore, except pyrites 
containing not more than 3 per cent zinc; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 365: The House bill imposed a duty of 72 
per cent ad valorem on print rollers. The Senate amendment 
retains the ad valorem rate and imposes an additional specific 
rate of $5 each ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 366: The House bill imposed a duty of 60 
per cent ad valorem on embossing rollers. The Senate amend
ment reduces the rate to 30 per cent ad valorem and adds the 
perfecting cia use " of steel or other metal " ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 367: The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on certain hand tools specifically enumer
ated. The Senate amendment reduces this rate to 40 per cent 
ad valorem. The House recedes with an amendment making 
the rate 45 per cent. 

On amendment No. 368: The House bill imposed a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on articles or wares not specially provided 
for, of base metal and not plated with platinum, gold, or silver, 
and not colored with gold lacquer. The Senate amendment 
changed the rate to 40 per cent ; and the House recedes with an 
amendment making the rate 45 per cent ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE 4.-WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF 

On amendment No. 378: The House bill imposes a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on plywood. The Senate amendment pro
vides that bir.ch and alder plywood shall be subject to an addi
tional duty of 10 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 382: The House bill imposes a duty of 25 
per cent ad valorem on boxes, barrels, and other articles con
taining certain fruit, but provides that the thin wood, so called, 
comprising the sides, tops, and bottoms of fruit boxes of the 
growth or manufacture of the United States, exported as fruit
box shooks, may be reimported in completed form, filled with 
fruit, by the payment of duty at one-half the rate imposed on 
similar boxes of entirely foreign growth and manufacture; but 
proof of the identity of such shooks shall be made under regula
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
Senate amendment rewrites this provision and includes fruit
barrel staves; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 384: Bamboo stems were free of duty 
under the House bill. The Senate amendment specifically pr<:>
vides for bamboo stems suitable for rug poles and imposes a 
duty thereon of 45 per cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No .. 388: This amendment increases from 15 
to 20 cents per gross the House duty on spring clothespins; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 389: This amendment strikes out "mold
ers' patterns," made nece sary by the Senate action in connec
tion with amendment No. 291, and makes parts of furniture, not 
specially provided for, dutiable at the same rate as the .finished 
article ; and the House recedes. . 

On amendment No. 390: In the House bill wood moldings 
and carvings to be used in architectural and furniture decora
tion are not specifically mentioned, but are classified as manu
factures of wood or bark, not specially provided for, dutiable at 
33% per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment specifically 
names these items and imposes a duty thereon of 40 per cent ad 
valorem ; and the House recedes. 
. On amendments Nos. 391 and 392 : The Bon e bill imposes a 
duty of 55 per cent on bentwood furniture, wholly or partly 
finished. Senate amendment No. 391 makes parts of bentwood 
furniture dutiable at the same rate as the furniture; and 
amendment No. 392 reduces the House rate to 40 per cent ad 
valorem; and the House recedes on amendment No. 391 and 
recedes on amendment No. 392 with an amendment making the 
-rate 47lh per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 393: In the House bill, paintbrush han
dles, wholly or in chief value of wood, are not specifical1y men
tioned, but are classifieu as " manufactures of wood or bark, 
not specially provided for," and dutiable at 33% per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment specifically names this item, 
but makes no change in the duty ; and the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE 5.-8UGAB, IOLASSES, AND MANUFACTURES OF 

On amendments Nos. 397 and 398: The Hou ·e bill imposed a 
duty of 3.3 c.ents per gallon on molasses and sugar sirups, not 
specially provided for, testing not above 48 per cent total 
sugars; and, if testing above 48 per cent total sugars, of six
tenths of 1 cent additional for each per cent of total sugars and 
fractions of a per cent in proportion. The Senate amendments 
reduce these rates, respectively, to one-fourth of 1 ce_nt anrl two 

hundred and seventy-five one-thousandths of 1 cent; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 399 and 400: The House bill imposed 
a duty of 7lh cents per pound on maple sugar, and 5 cents per 
pound on maple sirup. The Senate amendments increase these 
rates to 8 cents per pound and 5lh cents per pound, respectively; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 401: The House bill imposed a duty of $3 
per ton on sugarcane in its natural state. The Senate amend
ment reduces this rate to $2 per ton; and the House recedes 
with an amendment m~king the rate $2.50 per ton. 

On amendment No. 402: This amendment makes no chan•re 
i~ the rate on ~ugar candy and confectionery not special'ly pr~
Vlded for, but 1s made neces ary by the action of the Senate 
in connection with amendment No. 403; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 403: The House bill imposes a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on sugar after being refined, when tinc
tured, colored, or in any way adulterated. The Senate amend
ment provides that the ad valorem rate on such sugar shall not 
be less than the rate of duty provided in paragraph .501 for 
sugar of the same polariscopic test; and the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE 6.-TOBACCO A:YD MANUFACTURES OF 

On amendments Nos. 404 and 405 : The House bill imposed 
the following duties on wrapper tobacco, and filler tobacco when 
mixed or packed with more than 35 per cent of wrapper tobacco, 
and all leaf tobacco the product of two or more countries or 
dependencies when mixed or packed together· if unstemmed 
$2.50 per pound ; if stemmed, $3.15 per po~d. The Senate 
amendments reduce these rate , respectively, to $2.10 and 2.75; 
and the House recedes with amendments making the rates 
$2.27lh and $2.92%, respectively. 

SCH»DULE 7.-AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVI.SONS 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph and 
subparagraph numbers and the House recedes: 450, 453, 464, 
466, 469, 471, 472, 476, 477, 478, 479, 482, 487, 488, 489, 491, 493, 
495, 503, 504, 507, 508, 509, 512, 515, 517, 518, 520, 522 526 530 
533, 535, 536, 540, 542, and 555. ' ' ' 
. On amendments Nos. 406, 407, 408, and 409: The House bill 
rmposed a duty of 2 cents per pound on cattle weighing less than 
800 pounds each, and 2% cents per pound on cattle weighing 
800 pounds or more each. The Senate amendments impose a 
duty of 21h cents per pound on cattle weighing le s than 700 
pounds each, and 3 cents per pound on cattle weighing 700 
pounds or more each ; and the House recedes on all these 
amendments. 

On amendment No. 410: Under the Hou e bill, dried blood 
albumen was free of duty. The Senate amendment makes 
dried blood albumen d~tiable at 12 cents per pound, if light, 
and 6 cents per pound, if dark ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 4l1 and 414: The House bill impo ed a 
duty of 5 cents per gallon on whole milk fre h or sour and 
provides that when this class of milk co'ntains more than 7 
per cent of butterfat it shall be dutiable as cream. The Senate 
amendment No. 411 increases from 5 to 6% cents the r..ate of 
duty, and amendment No. 414 lowers from 7 to 5% the per
centage of butterfat content making fre h or som· milk dutiable 
as cream ; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 412: This amendment increases from 48 
cents per gallon to 56:& cents per gallon the House duty on 
cream, fresh or sour ; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 413: This amendment increases from 
1%, to 2Xo cents per gallon the House duty on skimmed milk 
fresh or sour, and buttermilk; and the House recedes. ' 

On amendment No. 414: See amendment No. 411. The House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 415, 416, 417, and 418: The House bill 
imposed the following rates of duty on condensed or evaporated 
milk: In air-tight containers, unsweetened, 1!\r cents per pound; 
sweetened, 2:14 cents per pound; all other, 2 cents per pound. 
Senate amendments Nos. 415, 417, and 418 increase these rates 
respectively, to 1-t'o-, 2%,, and 25%oo cents per pound; and 
amendment No. 416 confines the 2%-cent rate on the sweetened 
to such as is contained in air-tight containers. The Hou e 
recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 419, 420, 421, and 422: The House 
impo ed a duty of 4% cents per pound on dlied whole milk, 
10% cents per pound on dried cream, and 2% cents per pound 
on dried skimmed milk and dried buttermilk. The Senate 
amendments Nos. 419, 420, and 421 increa e these rate. 
respectively, to 6~, 12%, and 3 cents per pound; and amend: 
ment No. 422 provides that dried skimmed milk containing more 
than 3 per cent of butterfat, and dried buttermilk containing 
more tban 6 per cent of butterfat, l'lhall be dutiable as dried 
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whole milk; and dried whole milk containing more than 35 per 
cent of butterfat shall be dutiable as dried cream; and the 
House recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendment No. 423 : This amendment increases from 30 
per cent to 35 per cent the House duty on malted milk, and com
pounds or mixtures of or substitutes for milk or cream ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 424 and 425: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 7 cents per pound but not less than 35 per cent ad 
valorem on cheese and substitutes therefor. The Senate amend
ments increase this duty to 8 cents per pound but not less than 
42 per cent ad valorem, and provide further that cheese made 
of sheep's milk and commonly known as " Romano·" or 
"Pecorino," "Romanello or Kefalotyri or Vize, and Casseri," 
shall be dutiable at 8 cents per pound, and Feta White chee e 
at 5 cents per pound. The Senate recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 426: This amendment increases from 6 to 
8 cents per pound the House duty on live chickens, ducks, geese, 
turkeys, and guineas (except baby chicks) ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 427: This amendment increases from 8 
cents to 10 cents per pound the House duty on dead chickens, 
ducks, geese, and guineas, dressed or undressed, fresh, chilled, or 
frozen ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 428: The Senate amendment increases 
from 8 to 11 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on whole eggs, egg yolk, and egg albumen, frozen or 
otherwise prepared or preserved, and not specially provided for, 
whether or not sugar or other material is added ; and the :a:ouse 
recedes. · 

On amendment No. 429: The House bill imposed a duty of 18 
cents per pound on dried whole eggs, dried egg yolk, and dried 
egg albumen, whether or not sugar or othe.r material is added. 
The Senate amendment increases the rate on whole eggs to 
36 cents per pound, increases the rate on egg albumen to 60 
cents per pound, ~nd that on egg yolk to 30 cents per pound, and 
specifically enumerates spraying as one of the drying processes 
included in the House bill in general te.rms. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 430: The House bill imposed a duty of $30 
per head on horses and mules valued at not more than $150 
per head, and a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem when valued 
at more than $150 per head. Amendment No. 430 excepts from 
these duties horses imported for immediate slaughter, and 
amendment No. 953 places such animals on the free list. The 
House recedes on amendment No. 430. 

On amendment No. 431: The House bill imposed a duty of 2 
cents per pound on halibut, salmon, mackerel, and swordfish, 
and 1 cent per pound on other fish, not specially provided for, 
when fresh or ~rozen (whether or not packed in ice), whole, or 
beheaded or eviscerated, or both, but not further advanced. The 
Senate amendment permits the removal also of the fins; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 432: The House bill imposed a duty of 2 
ce~ts a pound on frozen halibut, if whole, or beheaded, or 
eviscerated, or both, but not further advanced. The Senate 
amendment increases the rate to 5 cents per pound ; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 433, 434, and 435: The House bill im
posed on cod, haddock, hake, poUock, and cusk, when pickled or 
salted (except when packed in oil or in oil and other substance 
and except when packed in air-tight containers weighing with 
their contents not more than 15 pounds each), the following 
duties : When neither skinned nor boned, 1%, cents per pound 
when containing not more than 43 per cent of moisture by 
weight, and 1~ cents per pound when containing more than 43 
per cent ~f moisture by weight; when skinned or boned, whether 
or not dr1ed, 2% cents per pound. The Senate amendments re-

' d uce these rates, respectively, to 1 * cents, three-fourths of 1 
:cent, and 2 cents per pound; and the House recedes on all these 
amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 436, 437, and 438: The Senate amend
ments strike out the word " sea n as applied to herring. The 
House recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendment No. 439: The House bill imposed a duty of 15 
per cent ad valorem on crab meat, crab paste, and crab sauce. 
The Senate amendment rewrites the House language to read 
"crab meat, fresh or frozen (whether or not packed in ice), or 
prepared or preserved in any manner, including crab paste and 
crab sauce,n but makes no change in the rate of duty; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 440: This amendment reduces from 35 to 
30 per cent ad valorem the House duty on clams, clam juice, or 

either in combination with other substances, packed in air
tight containers; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 441: The House bill imposed a duty on 
caviar and other fish roe for food purposes: Sturgeon, 30 per 
cent ad valorem; other, 20 cents per pound. The Senate amend
ment provides that if any of the foregoing roe is boiled and 
packed in air-tight containers, whether or not in bouillon or 
sauce, it shall be dutiable at 30 per cent ad valorem ; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 442: Under the House bill oysters were 
not specifically mentioned, but were classified as shellfish not 
specially provided for, in the free list. The Senate amenfunent 
imposes a duty of 8 cents per pound, including weight of imme
diate container, on oysters, oyster juice, or either in combination 
with other substances packed in air-tight containers; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 443 : This amendment increases from 15 
to 16 cents per bushel of 32 pounds the House duty on oats, 
hulled or unhulled ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 444: The House bill imposed a duty of 42 
cents per bushel on wheat. The Senate amendment . provides 
that wheat which is unfit for human con umption shall be duti
able at 10 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes: 

On amendments Nos. 445, 446, and 994 : Under paragraph 
1726 of the House bill, oil cake and oil-cake meal are free of 
duty. Senate amendment 445 provides that soybean oil cake 
and soybean oil-cake meal shall be dutiable at three-tenths of 
1 cent per pound; amendment No. 446 provides that all other 
vegetable oil cake and oil-cake meal shall also be dutiable at 
three-tenths of 1 cent per pound; and amendment No. 994 strikes 
out the reference to oil cake and oil-cake meal in the free list; 
and the House recedes on all three amendments. 

On amendment No. 447: This amendment strikes out the 
House duty of 10 per cent ad valorem and substitutes the rate 
of one-half of 1 cent per pound on unground or ground screen
ings, scalpings, chaff, or scourings of wheat, flaxseed, or other 
grains or seeds; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 448 and 449: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 2 cents per pound on cherries in theh· natural state or 
dried. Senate amendment 448 strikes out the words " or dried " 
and substitutes the words " or frozen if not sweetened," and 
amendment 449 provides that cherries " dried, desiccated, or 
evaporated," shall be dutiable at 6 cents per pound. The House 
recedes on amendment 449, and recedes on amendment 448 with 
an amendment omitting the words inserted by the Senate 
amendment. 

On amendments Nos. 451 and 452: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 572 cents per pound on cherries sulphured, or in brine, 
with stems and pits, and 9% cents per pound with stems or pits 
removed. The Senate amendments strike out the words "stems 
and " in the fir t bracket and " stems in " in the second ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 454 and 455: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 5% cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem on 
cherries, candied, crystallized, glace, maraschino, or prepared 
or preserved in any manner. Amendment No. 454 specifically 
enumerates cherries "frozen if sweetened" and amendment No. 
455 increases the duty to 9Ih cents per pound and 40 per cent 
ad valorem. The Senate recedes on amendment No. 454 and 
the House recedes on amendment No. 455. 

On amendment No. 456: This amendment increases..from 6 to 
8 cents per proof gallon the House duty on vinegar ; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 457 and 458: The House bill imposed on 
orange, grapefruit, and lemon peel the following duties: Crude, 
dried, or in brine, 2 cents per pound ; candied, or otherwise pre
pared or preserved, 8 cents per pound. Senate amendment No. 
457 provides that " other fruit" peel shall be included in these 
provi~!ons, and amendment No. 458 adds "crystallized, or ' 
glace to the forms of peel dutiable at 8 cents; and the House 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 459: This amendment adds " crystallized 
or glace" to the forms of citrons or citron peel made dutiabl~ 
at 6 cents per pound by the House bill ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 460: Under the House bill fig paste was 
dutiable at 35 per cent ad valorem as fruit paste in paragraph 
750. The Senate amendment specifically includes fig paste in 
the bracket with fresh or dried figs at 5 cents per pound ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 461: The House bill imposed a duty on 
d~tes as follows: Fresh or dried, unpitted, 1 cent per pound; 
pitted or prepared or preserved, not special1y provided for, 35 
per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment provides, in lieu 
of t~e House rates, the following duties : Dates, fresh or dried, 
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with pits, 1 cent per pound; with pits removed, 2 cents per 
pound ; any of the foregoing in packages weighing with the 
immediate container not more than 10 pounds each, 7lh cents 
per pound; prepar.ed or preserved, not specially provided for, 
35 per cent ad -valorem; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 462: This amendment increases from 2 
t{> 2lh cents per pound the Hou e duty on lemons ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 463: Under the House bill, mangoes are 
not specifically mentioned, , but are cJassified as fruits Jn their 
natural state, not specially provided for, dut iable at 35 per cent 
ad valorem. The Senate amendment puts mangoes in a sepa
rate paragraph and makes the duty 15 cents per pound; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 465: This amendment increase from 35 
to 50 cents per crate the House duty on pineapples; and the 

. House recedes. 
On amendments Nos. 467 and 468: The House bill imposed a 

duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound on dried plums. prunes, 
and prunelles: Senate amendme~t No. 46 . increases this duty 
to 2 cents per pound; and amendment No. 467 adds t:Q.e desig- . 
nation "desiccated, or ·e-vaporated." The Hou e recedes on 
both amendments. 

On amendments No . 470 and 1117: The Hou e bill did not 
specifically mention - avocados or avocado peru.·s, also known 
as alligato-r pears. Senate amendment No. 470 makes this 
fruit dutiable at 15 cents per pound, and amendment No. 1117 
prohibits the importation of avocados unles they have a fat 
content of not less than 8 per cent by weight by chemical 
analysis, and are accompanied by a sworn certificate made 
by .a competent chemist that each hipment bas been tested 
and contains not less than 8 per cent fat content by weight 
by chemical analysis. The House recedes on amendment No. 
470 and the Senate recedes on amendment No. 1117. 

On amendments Nos. 473 474, and 475: The House bill im
po'"'ed a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on candied, cry tal
lized, or glace apricots, .fig , date , peaches, pears, plums, 
prune , prunelle , be.rries, and other fruit , not specially pro
vided for. Senate amendment No. 474 increases the rate to 
40 per cent ad valorem, and amendments No , 473 and 475 
eliminate the provisions for "fruit peels," made necessary by 
Senate amendment No. 457 ; and th~ House recedes on all three 
amendments. 

On amendment No. 480: The Hou e bill impo ed a duty on 
imitation almonds. The Senate amendment changes this word
ing to "almond sub titute"; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 4 1: In the House bill chestnut (in
cluding marrons), candied, crystallized, or glace, or prepru:ed 
or pr erved in any manner, are not specifically mentioned, but 
are cla~ si:fied in paragraph 759 of the Hou e bill, at 35 peT cent 
ad valorem, or under paragraph 506 at 40 "Per cent The 
Senate amendment specifically enumerates these items and 
makes them dutiable at 25 cents per pound ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 483 and 484: The Hou ·e bill impoNed a 
duty of 2 cents per pound on cream or Brazil nuts, not shell~d, 
and 6 cents per pound if shelled. The Senate amendments 
1;educe the e rates, respectively, to 1 cent per pound and 3 
cents per p~:mnd; and the House recedes with amendments 
making the rate~ , respectively, 1lh cents per pound and 4% 
cents per ,1>0und. 

On amendment No. 485 : Pignolia nuts and pi tache nuts are 
not specifically mentioned in the House bill, but are clas ified 
for duty in paragraph 759 of the Hou e bill as edible nuts not 
specially provided for at 5 cents per p~und if not shelled and 
10 cents per pound if shelled. The Senate amendment spe
cifically provides for the e nut· at the lower rate of 1 cent 
per pound, no distinction being made betwPen those which are 
shelled and those which are not shelled; and the Senate recedes., 
the effect o-f which is to place these nuts in the basket clau e. 
(See amendment No. 492.) 

On amendment No . . 48G : The Senate amendment provides 
that nuts included in the paragraph which .are blanched shall 
be subject to the same rate of duty as if not blanched; and 
the House recede . 

On amendment No. 490: In the House bill pecans are not 
pecifically mentioned, but are classified in paragraph 759. as 

" edible nuts, not spe.cially provided for," bearing a. rate of duty, 
if not shelled, of 5 cents per pound, and if shelled, 10 cents 
per pound. The .Senate amendment makes specific mention .of 
pecans, but makes no change in the duties ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 492: The Senate amendment reQ.uc.es the 
rate of duty imposed by the House bill on edible nuts, not 

specially provided for, from. 5 cents per pound if not belled,. 
and from 10 cents per pound if shelled, to 1 cent per J!Ound in 
both cases, and makes this rate applicable whether or not . uch 
nuts are blunched. The House recede with an amendmE:'nt 
making the rates 2% cents and 5 cents per. pound, respectively, 
except that ca hew nuts are dutiable a.t 2 cent per pound. 

On amendment No. 494: This amendment increases from 63 
to 65 cents per bu hel the House duty on fiaxseell ; and the 
Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No . . 4!)6: The Senate amendment iucrea ·es 
from 5 cents to 8 cents per pound tl)e Hou ·e rate on alfalfa 
seed_; and the House recedes. 

On . amendment No. 497: The Senate amendment increa. ·es 
from .5 cents to 8 cent per pound the rate of duty impo- ed by 
the Hou e bill on al ike clover· seed; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 498: The Senate amendment increases 
from 6 cents to 8 cents per pound the House rate on red clover 
seed ; and . the House recedes. 

On amendment · No. 499: 'l'he Senate amendment incr a 
from 3 cents to 4 cents per pound the House rate on weer
clover seed; and the House 1·ecedes. 

On amendment No. 500; In the House bill ryegrass eeu is 
not specifically mentioned, but it is classified in paragraph· 761 
in the provision for " all other grass and forage crop ·eed.s 
not specially provided for," bearing a duty of 2 cents per pouud. 
The Senate amendment specifically mentions this item and. 
makes the rate of duty thereon 3 cents per pound; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendmeut No. 501~ This amendment makes a clerical 
change ; and the Hou ·e recede . 

On amendment No . .502: The House bill imposed a duty of 
10 cents per pound on bentgrass seed. The Senate an1endment 
adds, in pa1·entheses, the botanical name, " genus agrostis," and 
increases the rate of duty to 40 cent per pound; and the How·e 
recede. 

On amendment No. 505: The House bill made all cowpeas 
dutiable under this paragraph. The Senate amendment limit 
the duties provided for to "black-eye cowpeas," anLl amendment 
No. 1032 transfer all other cowpeas to the free li t. The 
House recedes on amendment No. 505. 

On amendment No. 506: The Senate amendment increase 
from 2% to 3 cents per pound the House rate on dried bean not 
speciaJly p1·ovided for and on dried black-ere cowpeas ( ee 
amendment No. 505) ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 510: The House bill impo ed a duty of 60 
per cent ad valorem on mushrooms, fresh, or dried or other
wise prepared or preserved. The Senate amendment changes 
this rate to 10 cents per pound and 45 per cent ad valorem if 
fresh or dried, and 10 cents per pound on drained weioobt 
and 45 er cent ad valorem if otherwise prepared or pre ervetl; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 511 : The House bill imposed a duty of 30 
per cent on tl'UfHe , fre h, or dried, or otherwise prepared or 
preserved. · Amendment No. 511 strike ont this duty and 
amendment No. 1071 transfers truffies to the free li t. The 
House recedes on amendment No. 511. 

On amendment No . 513 and 514: The Hou e bill imposed 
certain duties on pea and chickt>eas or garbanzos. Amendment 
No. 513 strikes out chickpeas or garbanzo and amendment No: 
1032 places them on the free list. The Hou e bill made the 
duty on green or 'unripe peas and chickpeas or garbanzo 2 cents 
per pound. Amendment No. 514 makes th~ rate 3 cents per 
pound on green peas. The Senate recedes on ameudment No. 
513 and the House recedes on amendment No. 514 with an 
amendment making the rate on peas, green or unripe, 3 cents 

· per pound, and the rate on chickpeas or garbanzo , green or 
unripe, 2 cents per pound. 

On amendment No. 516: This amendment increa es fro.m 2 to 
2% cents per pound the House duty on onions; and the House 
recede . 

On amendment No. 519: This amendment increa es from 40 
to 50 per cent ad \alorem the House rate on tomatoe prepared 
or pre erved in any manner; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 521: This amendment reduces from ' 2:1 
to 20 cents per 100 pounds the House duty on turnips and ruta
bagas; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment .r~o. 523: In the House bill celery, lettuce, and 
cabbage are not specifically mentioned, but are cla i.fied as 
vegetable in their natural state, not specially provided for, 
bearing a duty of 50 per cent ad salorem. The Senate amend
ment .specifically nam~s these items and makes the duty 2 cents 
per pound ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 524, .525, and 527 :. The Hou e bill im
posed a duty of 50 per ce.nt ad valorem on crude. horse-radish. 
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while prepared horse-radish was not specially mentioned. Sen
ate amendments Nos. 524 and 525 make the rate of duty on 
crude horse-radish 3 cents per pound, while amendment No. 527 
makes prepared horse-radish dutiable with prepared vegetables 
not specially provided for at 35 per cent ad valorem ; and the 
House recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendment No. 528: Under the House bill, sauerkraut 
was not specifically mentioned, but was dutiable at 35 per cent 
ad valorem as a prepared vegetable not specially provided for. 
The Senate amendment specifically provides for sauerkraut at 
50 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 529: The House bill imposed a duty of 6 
cents per pound on pimientos, packed in brine or in oil, or pre
pared or preserved in any manner. Und-er the House bill this 

. duty is' applicable whether the pimientos thus packed, prepared, 
or preserved, are whole or are cut, sliced, or otherwise reduced 
in size. The Senate amendment inserts the words " whole, cut, 
sliced, or otherwise reduced in size" with intent to clarify the 
provision: and the Senate recedes on this amendment as sur
plusage. 

On amendments Nos. 531 and 532: These amendments in
crease from 1lh to 2 cents per pound the House duty on crude 
chicory; anil the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 534: The House bill imposed a duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem on cocoa and chocolate, sweetened, pre
pared in any manner. The Senate amendment rewrites the 
House language so as to make the duty 4 cents per pound on 
sweetened cocoa and chocolate in bars or blocks weighing 10 
pounds or more each, the 40 per cent ad valorem rate being re
tained on sweetened cocoa and chocolate in any other form, 
whether or not prepared; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 537: The Senate amendment increases 
from $4 to $5 per ton the House rate on hay; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 538: The Senate amendment increases 
from $1 to $1.50 per ton the House rate on straw; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 539 : The Senate amendment increases 
from $10 to $20 per ton the House rate on broomcorn; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 541 : This amendment increases from 75 
cents to $1.50 per pound the House duty on lupulin; and the 
House recedes. . 

On amQndments Nos. 543, 544, 545, 546, 547, 548, 549, 550, 552, 
553, and 544 : The House bill imposed the following duties: 
Anise seeds, 2 cents per pound; caraway seeds, 1 cent per pound; 
cardamom seeds, 10 cents per pound; cassia, cassia buds, and 
cassia vera, unground, 2 cents per pound ; cloves, unground, 3 
cents per pound; clove stems, unground, 2 cents per pound; 
cinnamon and cinnamon chips, unground, 2 cents per pound ; 
coriander seeds, one-half of 1 cent per pound ; cummin seeds, 
and fennel seeds, 1 cent per pound; ginger root, not preserved 
or candied, unground, 2 cents per pound; mace, unground, 4 
cents per pound; nutmegs, unground, 2 cents per pound; black 
or white pepper, unground, 2 cents per pound; and pimento 
(~lspice), unground, 1 cent per pound. The first 11 amend
ments above enumerated strike out these provisions, and amend
ment No. 1047 transfers these items to the fi·ee list. The House 
recedes on the first 11 of these amendments. 

On amendment No. 551: This amendment increases from 8 to 
10 cents per pound the House duty on mustard, ground or pre
pared, in bottles or otherwise ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 556: In the House bill all cotton is on the 
free list. This amendment imposes a duty of 7 cents per pound 
on cotton having a staple of 17B inches Ol' more in length ; and 
the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE B.--SPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES 

On amendment No. 557 : The House bill imposes a duty of 
$5 per proof gallon on brandy and other spirits manufactured 
or distilled from grain or other materials, cordials, liqueurs, 
arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and bitters of all kinds 
containing spirits, and compounds and preparations of which 
distilled spirits are the component material of chief value and 
not specially provided for. The Senate amendment reduces to 
$2.60 per proof gallon any such articles, compounds, and prepa
rations, if unfit for beverage use; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 558 : This amendment inserts a sub
paragraph letter; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 559: The House bill imposed certain ·spe
cific duties on fruit juices according to alcoholic content. The 
Senate amendment provides, in the case of concentrated juice 
of lemons, oranges, or other citrus fruit, :fit for beverage pur
poses, and of sirups containing such juice, that the specific rate 
per gallon be applied to the quantity of unconcentrated natural 

juice employed to make the concentrated product, as shown by 
chemical analysis; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 560: This amendment permits high-proof 
fruit spirits made in distilleries connected with wineries for 
use in the fortification of wines to be withdrawn and used, 
under the same laws and regulations applicable to the with
drawal and use of alcohol for all nonbeverage purposes ; and 
the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE 9.-COTTO~ MA~UFACTURlilS 

On amendment No. 561: The House bill imposed a duty of 
25 per cent ad valorem on cotton sewing thread, and on crochet, 
darning, embroidery, and knitting cottons, put up for handwork, 
in lengths not exceeding 840 yards. The Senate amendment 
changes the House rate to one-half of 1 cent per 100 yards, but 
not less than 20 nor more than 35 per cent ad valorem and pro
vides that in no case shall the duty be assessed on a less number 
of yards than is marked on the goods as imported ; and the 
House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 562: The House bill imposed certain ad 
valorem duties on cotton cloth, not bleached, printed, dyed, or 
colored, according to the yarn count. The Senate amendment 
provides that no such cloth bhall be subject to a less duty than 
fifty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per average number per 
pound ; . and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 563 : Under the House bill tire fabric or 
fabric for use in pneumatic tires, including cord fabric, was 
dutiable as cotton cloth at various rates, depending on yarn 
count, etc. l'he Senate amendment imposes a rate of 25 per 
cent ad valorem on such fabric; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 564: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 565: This amendment reduces from 55 
to 45 per cent ad valorem the House rate on tapestries and 
other Jacquard-figured upholstery cloths (not including pile 
fabrics or bed ticking) in the piece or otherwise, wholly or in 
chief value of cotton or other vegetable fiber; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 566 and 567: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on cotton blankets. Senate 
amendment No. 566 includes blanket cloth, napped or unnapped

1 and reduces the ad valorem rate to 30 per cent, and Senate 
amendment No. 567 provides a minimum specific rate of 14:14 
cents per pound ; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 568 and 569: The House bill imposes a 
duty of 30 per cent ad valorem on candle wicking. The Senate 
amendments change the duty to 10 cents per pound and 12% 
per cent ad valorem ; an~ the House recedes on both amend
ments. 

On amendment No. 570: The House bill imposed a duty of 
40 per cent on belts, belting, and ropes, for the transmission 
of power, of cotton or other vegetable fiber or of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber and india rubber. The Senate amendment 
strikes out this provision and substitutes a duty of 30 per cent 
on belts and belting, for machinery, of cotton or other vege
table fiber or of cotton or other vegetable fiber and india rubber ; 
and a duty of 40 per cent on rope used as belting for textile · 
machinery, of cotton. The House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 571, 572, and 573: The House bill im
posed the following duties on gloves and mittens, wholly or in 
chief · value of cotton or other vegetable fiber : Made of fabric . 
knit on a warp-knitting machine, 60 per cent ad valorem ; made 
of fabric knit on other than a warp-knitting machine, 50 per cent 
ad valorem. Senate amendment 571 makes the rates applicable 
to such gloves and mittens whether finished or unfinished; 
and amendments 572 and 573 reduce the rates to 30 and 25 
per cent, respectively. The House recedes on amendment No. 
571 and the Senate recedes on · amendments Nos. 572 and 573. 

On amendment No. 574: Under the House bill shirts of cotton; 
not knit or crocheted, were not specifically· mentioned and 
were dutiable as cotton clothing not specially provided for 
at the rate of 37% per cent ad valorem. The Senate amend
ment specifically mentions such shirts and increases the duty 
to 45 per cent ad valorem ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 575: This amendment increases from 55 
to 75 per cent ad Yalorem the rate of duty imposed by th_e 
House bill on rag rugs, wholly or in chief value of cotton, of 
the type commonly known as " hit-and-miss " ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 576: This amendment reduces from 45 
to 35 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on chenille rugs, wholly or in chief value of cotton; 
and the House recedes with an amendment makincr the rate 
40 per cent. 
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On amendments Nos. 577 and 840: Under paragraph 1u55 of 

the House bill a duty of 2 cents per pound was imposed on 
cotton wiping rag . Senate amendment No. 840 strikes the 
House provision from the bill and amendment No. 577 imposes 
a duty of 3 cents per pound on rag , including wiping rags, 
wholly or in chief value of cotton, except rags chiefly used in 
paper making; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 578: This amendment makes a change in 
paragraph number ; and the House recedes. 
, On amendment No. 579 : This amendment imposes an addi
tional duty of 10 cents per pound on the cotton, having a staple 
of 11;8 inche · or more in length, contained in articles enumer
ated or described in Schedule 9; and the House recedes with 
an amendment excepting the articles in paragraph 922 of the 
Senate bill from the additional duty. 

SCHEDULE 10.-FLAX, HEMP, JUTE, AND MA.'WFACTURES OF 

On amendment No. 580: This amendment increases from 1% . 
to 2 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the Honse 
-bill on hemp and hemp tow ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 581: Thls amendment increases from 3 
to 3lh cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on hackled hemp; ·and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 582: This amendment reduces from 11 
to 9 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on twist, twine, and cordage, composed of two or more 
jute yarns or rovings twisted together, the size of the single 
yarn or roving of which is 5-pound or finer ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 583: The House bill imposed on single 
yarns in the gray, of flax, hemp, or ramie, or a mixture of any 
of them, not finer than 60 lea, specific rates of duty per pound, 
with a minimum of 27% and a maximum of 37% per cent ad 
valorem; and on those finer than 60 lea an ad valorem rate of 25 
per cent; and additional specific rates per pound on. any of the 
foregoing when boiled, bleached, dyed, or otherwise treated. 
The Senate amendment eliminates these rates and impo es a 
duty of 35 per cent ad valorem on yarns not finer than 60 lea, 
and of 25 per cent ad valorem on those finer than 60 lea ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 584: The House bill imposed on threads, 
twines, and cords, composed of two or more yarns of flax, he~p, 
or ramie, or a mixture of any of them, twisted ~ogether, specific 
rates of duty per pound and additional specific rates per pouud 
if boiled, bleached, dyed, or otherwise treated, with a proviso 
for a minimum ad valorem duty of 32% per cent. The Senate 
amendment eliminates these rates on such articles and makes 
the rate 40 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 
· On amendments Nos. 585 and 586: The House bill imposed on 
cordage, including cables, tarred or untarred, composed of three 
or more strands, each strand composed of two or more yarns, 
wholly or in chief value of manila (abaca), sisal, henequen, or 
other hard fiber, a duty of 2% cents per pound, and, in addition 
thereto, on any of the foregoing smaller than three-fourth of 1 
inch in diameter, 15 per cent ad valorem. Senate amendment 
No. 585 reduces the specific rate to 2 cents per pound; and 

. amendment No. 586 strikes out the additional ad valorem rate. 
The House recedes on amendment No. 585, and the Senate re
cedes on amendment No. 586. 

On amendment No. 587: The House bill provided that gill net
tings, nets, web , and seines, and other nets for fishing, wholly 

- or in chief value of flax, hemp, or ramie, and not specially pro
·vided for, shall be subject to the highest duty per pound imposed 
upon any of the thread, twines, or cord of which the · mesh is 
made, plus 10 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment 
strikes out the House provision as to rates and irnpo es a flat 
rate of 45 per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 588, 589, 590, and 591: Under para
graph 1009 (a) of the House bill, woven fabrics, not including 
articles finished or unfinished, of flax, hemp, or ramie, or of which 
these substances or any of them is the component material of 
chief value (except such as are commonly used as paddings or 
interlinings in clothing), exceeding 30 and not exceeding 100 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, weigh
ing not less than 4 and not more than 12 ounces per square yard, 
and exceeding 12 inches but not exceeding 36 inches in width, 
were dutiable at a rate of 55 per cent ad valorem. Such woven 
fabrics commonly used for paddings or interlinings in clothing 
were provided for in paragraph 1009 (b) of the House bill, ac
cording to thread count and weight, at 55 per cent ad valorem, 
if made of flax or hemp, and at 50 per cent ad valorem if made 
of jute. Senate amendments Nos. 589 and 590 increase to 4% 
ounces the weight basis and reduce to 24 inches ·the width basis 

for assessing duties on the articles contained in paragraph 1009 
(a). Senate amendment No. 588 strikes out the exception in 
paragraph 1009 (a) in the case of such fabrics u ed as paddina 
or interlinings in clothing; and amendment No. 591 strikes para
gi:~ph 1000 (b) from the bill. The Senate .recedes on all these 
amendments. . 

On amendment No. 592: This amendment makes a change 
in subparagraph letter; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 593: This amendment reduce.s from 55 
·t.o 45 per cent _ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on woven fabrics, in the piece or otherwise, wholly 
or in chief value of vegetable fiber, except cotton, filled, coated, 
or otherwise prepared for use as artists' canvas; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 594 : The House bill imposed a duty of . 
35 per cent ad valorem on plain-woven fabrics, not including 
articles finished or unfinished, wholly or in chief value of flax, 
hemp, ramie, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, weighing 
less than 4 ounces per square yard. The Senate amendment 
increases the maximum weight to 4% ounces per square yard, 
in conformity with the action of the Senate in respect of 
amendment No. 589; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 595: The Hou e bill imposed a duty of 
50 per cent on handkerchiefs of vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
hemmed or hem titched, or unfinished having drawn threads. 
The Senate amendment subject such articles to an additional 
duty of 1 cent each if made with hand-rolled or hand-made 
hems ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 596: Thi amendment makes a clerical 
change ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 597: This amendment increases from 40 
to 42 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty impo ed by the 
Hou e bill on inlaid linoleum; and the House recedes. 

SCHl!IDULE 11.-WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF 

On amendment No. 598: This amendment includ€s "Kerry" 
and " Haslock '' among the " carpet " wools enumerated under 
paragraph 1101 (a) ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendments Nos: 599 and 600: The House bill impo ed 
a duty of 24 cents per pound on coured "carpet" wools and 
camel's hair. Senate amendment 599 increases the Hou e rate 
to 27 cents, and amendment 600 provides· that the duty shall 
apply only to the clean content of the scoured wool; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 601 : This amendment reduceS' from 23 
to 22 cents per pound of clean content, the rate of duty im
posed by the House bill on " carpet " wools or hair of the 
camel, on the skin; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 602: The House bill imposed a duty of 
26 cents per pound of clean content on " carpet " wools arid 
hair of the camel, if sorted, or matchings. The Senate amend
ment reduces the duty to 25 cents per pound and makes it 
apply to such articles only if not scoured; and the Hou e 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 603: This amendment strikes out the 
Hou e provision which allows a tolerance of not more than 
10 per cent of wools not finer than 44s in each bale or package 
of wools imported under paragraph 1101 as not finer than 40s ; 
and the .Senate recedes. 

On amendments No . 604, 605, 606, 007, 608, and 609: The 
House bill provided for the remi sion or refund of duties paid 
on wools provided for in paragraph 1101 and hair of the 
camel, imported under bond, upon proof within four years from 
date of importation or withdrawal from bonded warehouse that 
the wools or hair have been manufactured into yams to be 
used in the manufacture of · certain permitted article , viz : 
Rugs, carpets, or other :floor covering, or knit or felt boots or 
heavy fulled lumbermen's socks ; and also provides a penalty 
for their use in the manufacture of articles other than tho e 
specified. Amendment No. 604 changes the 4-year period to a 
3-year period; and the House recedes. Amendment No. 605 
provides that duties shall be remitted or refunded only in ca e 
the yarns have actually been u ed in the manufacture of the 
permitted articles; and the House recedes. Amendments Nos. 
606 and 608 add press cloth and camel's-hair belting to the li t 
of permitted articles ; and the House recedes. Amendment 
Nos. 607 and 609 exclude from the list of permitted articles 
knit or felt boots and" heavy fulled lumbermen's socks; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On Amendment No. 610 : Under the House bill wools and hair 
in the grease were defin{'d to include only those which were 
shorn from the animal without any cleansing ; that is, in their 
natu.ral condition. Under the Senate amendment wools and 
hair cleansed only by shaking, willowing, and burr-pkking are 
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permitted to be imported as wools and hair in the grease. The 
Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 611: The House provides that washed 
wool and hair ~?hall be considered such as have been washed, 
with water only, on the animal's back or on the skin. The Sen
ate amendment amplifie the House definition to include all 
wool and hair, not scoured, with a higher clean yield than 77 
per cent ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 612: This amendment excludes from the 
definition of scoured wools and hair such wools as have been 
clean~ed only by shaking, willowing, burr-picking, or carbon
izing; and the House recedes. 

On nmendment No. 613: This amendment provides that for 
purposes of the wool schedule skirtin-gs shall not be considered 
as sorted wools or hair or matchings; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 614: The House bill provided th.at. for 
the pui·poses of the wool schedule, sorted wool or hair or 
matchings should be wools anq ·hair in which the identity of 
individual fleece had been destroyed, and also provided that 
fleeces which bad been classed ·put not skirted, or skirted but 
riot classed, or both classed and skirted, but from which the 
backs had not been removed, should not be considered as sorted. 
Ina~much as in the case of a fleece which has been classed but 
from whi<:h the back has not been removed the identity _ of the 
individual fieec2 could never be considered to have been de
stroyed. the Senate amendment strikes out any reference to 
cla ·ed fleeces as redundant ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 615: The following table shows the rates 
provided in the House bill, the Sen.ate · amendment, and the 
conference agreement on wools, not provided for in paragraph 
1101, and not finer than 44s : 

House blll Senate amendment Conference agree-
ment 

ln the grease or 24 cents per pound 34 cents per pound 29 cent.s per pound of 
washed. or clean content. or clean content. clean content. 

Scoured ___ ------ 24 cents per poond __ 37 cents per pound 32 cents per pound of 
of clean content. clean content. 

On the skin ______ 23 cents per pound 32 cents per pound 27 cents per pound of 
of clean content. of clean content. clean content. 

Sorted or match- 26 cents per pound 35 cents per poond 30 cents per pound of 
ings. of clean content. of clean content. clean content. 

The Hou. ·e bill al ·o provided that in the case of wools im
ported as not finer than 44s, a tolerance of not more than 10 
per cent of wools not finer than 46s might be allowed in each 
bale or package. The Senate amendment strikes out all the 
House language, the effect of which is to tmnsfer the wools 
included within the House provision to Senate bill paragraph 
1102. The House recedes with an amendment changing the 
rates to the amounts shown in the above table, and with a 
clarifying amendment limiting the duties on sorted or matchings 
to tbo ·e not scoured, but retaining the tolerance provision. 

On amendment No. 616: This amendment makes a change in 
subparagraph nun1ber; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 617, .618, 619, and 620: The following 
table ::-:hows the rates provided in the House bill, the Senate 
amendment, and the conference agreement, on wools, not pro
vided for in paragraph 1101, and finer than 44s; and hair of 
the Angora goat, Cashmere goat, alpaca, and other like animals. 

Honse bill Senate amendment Conference agree-
ment 

In the grease or 34 cents per poond 34 cents per ponnd 34 cents per pound of 
washed. of clean content. of clean content. clean content. 

Scoured __ ------- 34 cents per pound __ 37 cents per pound 37 cents per pound of 
of clerm content. clean content. 

On the skin_ _____ ?3 cents per ponnd 32 cents per pound 32 cents per pound of 
of clean content. of clean content. clean content. 

Sorted or match- 36 cents per pound 35 cents per pound 35 cents per pound of 
ings. of clean content. of clean con t. clean content. 

The Senate amendment also includes a clarifying pronswn 
limiting the duties on sorted wools or hair or matchings to those 
not scoured. The House recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 621, 622, and 623: These amendments 
are made necessary by the action of the Senate in striking out 
the tolerance provisions in amendments Nos. 603 and 615. The 
Senate recedes on all three amendments. • 

On amendments Nos. 624, 625, 626, 627, 628, 629, 630, and 631: 
The following table shows rhe rates on wool wastes provided 
in the House bill, the Senate amendments, and the conference 
agreement: 

I I 
Honse bill Senate Conferenoo 

amendment agreement 
(rate per (rate per (rate per 
pomld) ponnd) pound) 

Article 

Top waste, slabbing waste, roving waste, 
and ring waste: Cents Cents Cent& 

~a) Not carbonized ______ ---------------- __ 34 37 37 
b) Carbonized ____ --------------- _________ 41 37 37 

a arnetted waste: 
(a) Not carbonized _______________________ _ 26 26 ~ 
(b) Carbonized ____________________________ 33 26 26 

Noils: 
(a) Not carbonized ________________________ 21 23 23 
(b) Carbonized _______ ----- ________________ 28 30 30 

Thread or yarn waste: 
~a) 

Not carbonized ________________ : _______ 18 25 25 
b) Carbonized ____________________________ 25 25 25 

Card or blll1' waste: 
(a) Net carbonized ________________ -------- 18 16 16 
(b) Carbonized ____________ __ ______ _____ __ _ 25 23 23 

All other wool 
for: 

wastes not specially provided 

(a) Not carbonized ________________________ 18 24 24 
(b) Carbonized _____________ -------- _______ 25 24 24 

Shoddy: 
(a) Not carbonized ________________________ 18 24 24 
(b) Carbonized ____________________________ 25 24 2-l 

Wool extract ____ ------------------------------ 25 24 24 
Mungo: 

(a) Not carbonized---------------- ________ 10 10 10 
(b) Carbonized ____________ ------ __________ 17 10 10 

Wool rags: 
(a) Not carbonized ________________________ 8 18 18 
(b) Carbonized ____________________________ 15 18 18 

Flocks: 
(a) Not carbonized_-----------·----------- 8 8 8 
(b) Carbonized ____________________________ 15 8 8 

The House recedes on all these amendments. 
On amendment No. 632: This amendment provides that wool 

and hair of the kinds provided for in the wool schedule, if car
bonized, shall be subject to duty at the rate of 37 cents per 
pound and 20 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 633: The House bill provided that if wool 
and hair of the kinds provided for in the wool schedule -were 
advanced beyond t11e washed and scoured condition, but not fur
ther advanced than roving, they should be dutiable at the rate 
of 37 cents per pound and .20 per cent ad valorem. The Senate 
amendment applies this rate in the case such wool or hair is 
not advanced beyond roving, but is advanced beyond both th.e 
washed and scoured condition, or beyond the washed condition, 
when not scoured, or beyond the scoured condition, when not 
washed ; and the Honse recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 634, 635, and 636: The following table 
shows the rates provided in the House bill, the Senate amend
ments, and the conference agreement on yarn, wholly or in chief 
value of wool: 

Valued at- House bill Senate Conferl!nce 
amendments agreement 

Not more than 50 cents per pound _______ 27 cents per 40 cents per 40 cents per 
pound and pound and pound and 

More than 50 cents per f.onnd bot not 
30percent. 35percent. 36per cent. 

40 cents per _____ do ___ ____ Do. 
more than $1 per poun . pound and 

More than $1 per ponnd bot not more 
35percent. 

40 cents per 40 cents per 40 cents per 
than $1.50 per pound. pound and pound and pound and 

40percent. 45 per cent. 45percent. 
More than $1.50 per pound ______________ 40 cents per 40 cents per 40 cents pe 

pound and pound and pound and 
45percent. 50 percent. 50 per cent. 

The House recedes on all three amendments. 
On amendments Nos. 637 and 638 : The House bill imposed 

the following duties on woven fabrics weighing not more than 4 
ounces per square yard, wholly or in chief value of wool, valued 
at not more than 80 cents per pound, 40 cents per pound and 50, 
per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 80 cents but not more 
than $1.25 per pound, 50 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad 
valorem ; valued at more than $1.25 but not more than $2 per 
pound, 50 cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem; valued 
at more than $2 per pound, 50 cents per pound and 60 per cent 
ad valorem: Pro-vided, That if the warp of any of the foregoing 
is wholly of cotton, or other vegetable fiber, the duty on the 
fabric, valued at not more than $1 per pound, shall be 40 cents 
per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than $1 
per pound, 40 cents per pound and 55 per cent ad valorem. 
Amendment No. 637 eliminates the lower bracket on such woven 
fabrics not having a cotton or vegetable fiber warp, thus sulr 
jecting all of such fabrics valued at not m01·e than $1.25 per 
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pound to a duty of 50 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valo
rem. Amendment No. 638 subjects such wo'fen fabrics having a 
warp of cotton or other vegetable fiber and valued at -more than 
$1.50 per pound to a duty of 40 cents per pound and 60 per cent 
ad valorem. The House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments No . 639 and 640: The following table shows 
the rates provided in tile House bill, the Senate amendments, 
and the conference agreement, on woven fabrics, weighing more 
than 4 ounces per square yard, wholly- or in chief value of wool: 

Valued at- Honse bill Senate amendments Conference agree-
ment 

Not more than 60 cents 26 cents per pound 50 cents per potmd 60 cents per pound 
per pound. and 40 per cent. and 50 per cent. and 60 per cent. 

More than 60 cents per 40 cents per pound _____ do. __ --------- Do. 
pound but not more 
than 80 cents per 

and 50 per cent. _ 

pound. 
50 cents per pound More than 80 cents per ----.do . ___ -------- Do. 

pound but not more and 50 per cent. 
than $1.25 per pound. 

50 cents per pound 50 cents per pound More than $1.25 per 
____ do __________ 

pound but not more and 55 per cent. and 55 per cent. 
than $1.50 per pound. ____ .do _____________ Do. More than $1.50 per 50 cents per pound 
pound but not more and 55 per cent. 
than $2 per pound. 

50 cents per pound 50 cents per pound More than $2 per 50 cents per pound 
pound. and 60 per cent. and 60 per cent. and 60 per cent. 

The Honse recedes on both amendments. 
On amendment No. 641 : The House bill subjected woven felts 

and articles made thereof (including belts and belting, endless 
or otherwise), finished or unfinished, wholly or in chief value 
of wool, to the rates provided in paragraph 1109 (a) of the 
House bill, which rates varied from 26 cents per pound and 40 
per cent ad valorem to 50 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad 
valorem, depending upon value. The Senate amendment adds 
to the provision jackets and other articles of machine clothing, 
woven as units, wholly or in chief value of wool. The rates on 
all the articles in the amendment have been changed by amend
ments Nos. 639 and 640; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 642 and 643: The House bill imposed the 
following duty on blankets and similar articles (including car
riage and automobile robes and steamer rugs), made of blanket
ing, wholly or in chief value of wool, not exceeding three yards 
ln length, valued at not more than 50 cents per pound, 20 cents 
per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 50 
cents but not more than $1 per pound, 30 cents per pound and 
36 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than $1 but not mor~ 
than $1.50 per pound, 33 cents per pound and 37% per cent ad 
valorem; valued at more than $1.50 per pound, 40 cents per 
pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. The House bill also provided 
that on ucb articles exceeding three yards in length the same 
duty hould be paid as on woven fabrics of wool weighing more 
than 4 ounces per square yard. Senate amendment No. 642 
makes certain that the duties specified in the paragraph will be 
applicable to such articles as units or in the piece, finished or 
unfinished, and amendment No. 643 eliminates the lower bracket 
and makes the duty of 30 cents and 36 per cent ad valorem 
applicable to all such articles valued at not .more than $1 per 
pound. The House recedes on both amendments. 
· On amendment No. 644: The House bill impo ed duties on 
felts, not woven, wholly or in chief value of wool, valued at not 
more than 50 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound and 30 per 
cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 50 cents but not more 
than $1.50 per pound, 30 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment eijminates the first bracket 
of the House bill, thus making the rate of 30 cents per pound 
and 35 per cent ad valorem applicable to such felts valued at 
not more than $1.50 per pound ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 645: This amendment makes certain that 
the rates of duty impo ed upon bose, half hose, gloves, and 
mittens, wholly or in chief value of wool, shall apply to the 
unfinished as well as the finished article ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 646: The House bill imposed duties on 
clothing and articles of wearing apparel of every description, 
not knit or crocheted, manufactured wholly or ,in part, wholly 
or in chief value of wool, valued at not more than $2 per 
pound, 26 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem ; valued 
at more than $2 but not more than $4 per pound, 33 cents per 
pound and 45 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $4 
per pound, 50 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem. 
The Senate amendment eliminates the first bracket of the 
House bill, thus ma-king the rate of 33 cents per pound and 45 
per cent ad valorem applicable to such clothing and articles of 

wearing apparel valued at not more- than $4 per pound ; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 647: The House bill imposed a duty of 
40 cents per pound and 75 per cent ad valorem on bodies, hoods, 
forms, and shapes, for hats, bonnets, caps, berets, and similar 
articles, manufactured wholly or in part of wool felt, and an 
additional duty of 25 cents per article ,if pulled, stamped, 
blocked, or trimmed, including finished hats, bonnets, cap , 
berets, and similar articles. The Senate amendment eliminates 
the additional duty, limits the application of the subparagraph 
to articles wholly or in chief value of wool felt, and reduces to 
33 cents per pound and 50 per cent ad valorem the rates ,im
posed by the House bill; and the Senate recedes. 

On amen9-ment No. 648: The House bill imposed a duty of 
50 cents per square foot . but not less than 60 per cent ad 
valorem on oriental, Axm,inister, Savonnerie, Aubusson, and 
other carpets, rugs, and mats, not made on a power-driven 
loom; carpets, rugs, and mats, of oriental weave or weaves, 
made on a power-driven loom; chenille Axminister carpets, 
rugs, and mats, whether woven as separate carpets, rug , or 
mats, or in rolls of any width; all the foregoing, plain or fig
ured. The Senate amendment impo es a duty of 50 cents per 
square foot but not less than 45 per cent ad valorem on oriental, 
Axminister, Savonner,ie, Aubusson, and other carpets, rugs, and 
mats, not made on a power-driven loom, plain or figured, 
whether woven as separate carpets, rugs, or mats, or in rolls of 
any width, and makes the rate 60 per cent ad valorem in the 
case of the other carpets and rugs covered in the paragraph; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 649: Under the House bill mixed fabrics 
containing more than 17 per cent of wool, but not in chief value 
thereof, are dutiable according to the component material of 
chief value. The Senate amendment makes these fabrics duti
able, in paragr.aph 1122, as follows: That proportion of the 
amount of the duty on the article, computed under this sched
ule, which the amount of wool bears to the entire weight, plus 
that proportion of the amount Of the duty on the article, com
puted as if this paragraph had not been enacted, which the 
weight of the component materials other than wool bears to the 
entire weight. -The House recedes with an amendment chang
ing the word " article " to the word " fabric," in two places. 

SCHEDULE 12.-SILK MANUFACTUllES 

On amendment No. 650: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the Ho-use recedes. 

On amendment No. 651: This amendment reduces from 50 to 
45 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on spun silk or schap-pe silk yarn, or yarn of silk and rayon 
or other synthetic textile, and roving, bleached, dyed, colored, 
or plied; and the Senate recedes. -

On amendment No. 652: This amendment imposes a duty of 
60 per cent ad valorem on woven fabrics in the piece not ex
c~ng 30 inches in width, whether woven with fast or split 
edges, wholly or in chief value of silk, including umbrella silk 
or Gloria cloth. These fabrics under the House bill were duti
able at 55 per cent ad valorem. The amendment also de
creases from 65 to 60 per cent the rate on any of the foregoing 
if Jacquard-figured, and on Jacquard-figured woven fabrics in 
the piece, wholly or in chief value of silk, not specially pro
vided for; and the House recedes with an amendment restor
ing the 65 per cent rate on the Jacquard-figured. 

On amendment No. 653: This amendment reduces from 70 to 
65 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on silk velvets (other than 'ribbons), if the pile is wholly 
cut or wholly uncut ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 654: This amendment reduces from 75 to 
70 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on silk velvets (other than ribbons-), if the pile is partly 
cut; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No 655: This amendment reduces from 65 to 
60 pel' cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on silk clothing and articles of wearing apparel, not speci
ally provided for; and the Senate recedes. 
SCHEDULE 13.-MANUFACTURES OF RAYON OR OTHER SYNTHETIC TEXTILJD 

On amendment No. 656: This amendment is nece sary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 657: The House bill impo ed the follow
ing duties on rayon yarn, if singles, weighing 150 deniers or 
more per length of 450 meters, 45 per cent ad valorem; weigh
ing le than 150 deniers, 50 per cent ad valorem; and, in ad
dition, any of the foregoing plied shall be subject to an addi-
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tiona! duty of 5 per cent ad valorem, and provided that none 
of the foregoing shall be subject to a less rate of duty than 
45 cents per pouud. The Senate amendment rewrites the 
House provisions to include, at the same rate .as single yarns, 
filaments of rayon or other synthetic textile, exceeding 30 
inches in length, single, or grouped; The amendment reduces 
the minimum specific duty to 40 cents per pound, and subjects 
yarns to an additional cumulative duty of 50 cents per pound 
if having more than 20 turns twist per inch. The Honse re
cedes with an amendment reinstating tile minimum specific 
duty of 45 cents per pound in the case of yarns, but accepting 
the 40 cents minimum in the case of filaments, and reducing 
the additional cumulative duty on high-twist yai'IlB to 45 cents 
per pound. 

On amendment No. 658: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the Senate action in connection with amendment No. 
692 ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 659 and 660: The House bill imposed a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on filaments of rayon or other 
ynthetic textiles, other than waste, whether known as cut 

fiber, staple fiber, or by -any other name. Senate amendment 
No. 660 increases this rate to 25 per cent ad valorem, and 
amendment No. 659 limits the application of the provision to 
such filaments of rayon or other synthetic textile as do not 
exceed 30 inches in length ; _and the House recedes on both 
amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 661 and 662: These amendments are 
nece sary by reason of the action of the Senate in connection 
with amendment No. 692; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 663: The House bill imposed a duty of 
10 cent per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem on rayon sliver 
or top . The Senate amendment includes roving in this pro
vision and changes the wording to conform to the Senate action 
in connection with amendment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 664: This amendment increases from 10 
to 12¥..! cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on pun yarn of rayon ; and changes the wording to con
fOl'ill to the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692 ; and the House recedes~ 

On amendments Nos. 665 and 666: These amendments are 
made necessary by reason of the action of the Senate in con
nection with amendment No. 692; and the Hou e recedes on 
both amendments. 

On amendment No. 667 : Under the House bill yarn of rayon 
or other synthetic textile put up for handwor~ and sewing 
thread of rayon or other synthetic textile, are dutiable at 55 
per cent ad valorem but not less than 45 cents per pound. 
The Senate amendment leaves the ad valorem rate unchanged, 
l>ut reduces the minimum rate to 40 cents per pound; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 668: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 669: Under the -Hou · e bill rayon or other 
synthetic textile in bands or strips not exceeding one inch in 
width, suitable for the manufacture of .textiles, is dutiable at 
45 per cent ad valorem, but not- less than 45 cents per pound. 
The Senate amendment leaves the ad -ralorem rate unchanged, 
but reduces the minimum rate to 40 cents per pound; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 670: This amendment is necessary by 
rea on of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 671: Under the House bill woven fabrics 
in the piece, wholly or in chief value of rayon or other syn
thetic textile, not specially provided for, are dutiable at 45 
cents per pound and 60 -per cent ad valorem and 10 per cent 
ad valorem additional if Jacquard-figured. The Senate amend
ment reduces the specific duty from 45 to 40 cents per pound, 
but leaves the ad valorem duty unchanged ; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 672: This amendment i necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with .amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 673: Under the House bill, pile fabrics 
(including pile ribbons), wholly or in chief value of rayon 
or other synthetic textile, and all articles made or cut from 
such pile fabrics, are dutiable at 45 cents per pound, and, 
in addition, if the pile is wholly cut or wholly uncut, 60 per 
cent ad valorem, and, if the pile is partly cut, 65 per cent ~ ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment reduces the specific rate on 
both -classes of pile fabrics to 40 cents per pound, but leaves 
the ad valorem rate unchanged; and the Senate recedes. 

LXXII-676 

On amendment No. 674: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 675: Under the House bill fabrics with 
fast edges, not exceeding 12 inches in width, and articles made 
therefrom ; tubings, garters, suspenders, braces, cords, tassels, 
and cords and tassels, of rayon or other synthetic textile, or of 
rayon or other synthetic textile and India rubber, not specially 
provided for, are dutiable. at 45 cents per pound and 60 per 
cent ad valorem and 10 per cent ad valorem additional if Jac
quard-figured. The Senate amendment reduces the specific rate 
to 40 cents per pound, but leaves the ad valorem rate un
changed; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 676 : This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend· 
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 677: Under the House bill knit fabric, in 
the piece, wholly or in chief value of rayon or other synthetic 
textile, is dutiable at 45 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment reduces the specific rate 
to 40 cents per pound, but leaves the ad valorem rate un
changed ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 678: This amendment is necessary. by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 679: Under the House bill gloves, mittens, 
hose, half-ho e, underwear outerwear, and articles of all kinds, 
kn:t or crocheted, finished or unfinished, wholly or in chief value 
of rayon or other synthetic textile, are dutiable at 45 cents per 
pound and 65 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment re
duces the pecific rate to 40 cents per pound, but leaves the ad 
valorem rate unchanged; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 680: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amendment 
No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 681 and 682: Under the House bill 
handkerchiefs and woven mufflers, wholly or in chief value ot 
rayon or other synthetic textile, finished or unfinished, not 
hemmed, are dutiable at 45 cents per pound and 60 per cent ad 
valorem ; if hemmed or hemstitched, 45 cents per pound and 65 
per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendments reduce the specific 
rates to 40 cents per pound, but lea-ve the ad valorem rates un
changed; and the Senate recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 683: This amendment is necessary by 
rea on of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 684 and 685: Under the House bill cloth· 
ing and wearing apparel of rayon or other synthetic textile, not 
specially provided for, are dutiable at 45 cents per pound and 
70 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendments reduce these 
rates to 40 cents per pound and 65 pet· cent ad valorem. The 
Senate recedes on amendment No. 684 (the specific rate), and 
the House recedes on amendment No. 685. 

On amendments Nos. 686, 687, 688, and 689: These amend
ments are necessary by reason of the action of the Senate in 
connection with amendment No. ·692; and the House recedes on 
all these amendments. 

On amendments ·Nos: 690 and 691: Under the House bili 
manufactures of filaments,· fiber , yarns, or threads, and textile 
products made of bands or strips (not exceeding 1 inch in 
width), of rayon or other synthetic textile, not specially pro: 
vided for, are dutiable at 45 cents per pound and 70 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendments reduce these rates to 40 
cents per pound and 65 per cent ad valorem. The Senate 
recedes on amendment No. 690 (the specific rate), and the House 
recedes on amendment No. 691. 
. On amendment No. 692: The Hou e bill provided that the 
term " rayon " whenever used in this act means the product 
made by any artific:al process from cellula e, a cellulose hydrate, 
a compound of cellulose, or a mixture containing any of the 
foregoing,; which product is solidified into filaments, fibers, 
bands, strips, or sheets, whether such products are known as 
rayon, taple fiber, visca, or cellophane, or as artificial, imita
tion, or synthetic s:lk, wool, horsehair, or straw, or by any other 
name what oever. The Senate amendment does not change this 
definition, but applies it also to the term " other synthetic tex
tile," which term the Senate, by numerous other amendments, 
uses in conjunction with the word " rayon " wherever it ap
pears in the House bill. This amendment makes no change in 
the. legal effect of the House bill; and the House recedes. 

SCHEDULE 14.-PAPEllS AND BOOKS 

On amendment No. 693: This amendment eliminates the 
House provision for a countervailing duty on uncoated printing 
paper prQvided for in paragraph 1401; and the Senate recedes. 
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On amendments Nos. 694 and 717: Paragraph 1402 relates to 

paper board, wallboard, pulpboard, cardboard, and leatherboard, 
not processed ; and paragraph 1413, to the arne products, 
proce ·sed. The Senate amendments · more clearly define the 
processing terms u ed in · the Hou e bill and make them uni
form in both paragraphs, without change in rates; and the 
Hou ... e recedes on both amencltnents. 

On amendments Nos. 695 and 696: These amendments in
crea ... e from 25 to 30 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty im
po eel by the House bill on manufactures of pulp, not specially 
provided for; and the House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 697: The House bill imposed compound 
rates of duty on papers commonly or commercially known as 
tissue IJaper, and on certain other papers enumerated in para
graph 1404, according to weight per ream. The Senate amend
m~mt mukes certain that the dutie imposed shall apply to such 
articl s whether ·white or printed; and the Houoe recedes. 

On amendm<\.nt Ko. 608: Under the House bill india and bible 
paper weighing 10 pounds or more and less than 18 pounds 
to the ream is rlutiable at 4 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment makes such paper weighing 
between 18 and 20lh pounds per ream also subject to this rate; 
and the Hou. e recedes. 

On amendment No. 699: In the House bill paper wadding, and 
pulp wadding, and manufactures of such wadding are not 
pecifically mentioned but are classified as crepe paper at the 

rate of 6 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. The 
Senate amendment specifically enumerates such articles with
out change in rate; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 700: The Hou e bill imposed a duty of 20 
per cent ad valorem upon plain basic paper ordinarily used in 
the manufacture of paper commonly or commercially known 
eitller as blue print or brown print, and plain basic paper 
ordinarily used for similar purposes; and a duty of 25 per cent 
ad vnlorem on sen.Jtized paper commonly or commercially 
known either as blue print or brown print, and similar sen i
tized paper ; and a duty of 5 per cent ad valorem on unsensitized 
ba. ic paper, and baryta coated paper, to be sensitized for use in 
photography; and a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem on sensitized 
paper, to be u ed in photography. The Senate amendment 
.. trike out these duties and substitutes a duty of 3 cents per 
poun<l and 10 per cent ad valorem on plain basic paper for 
albumenizing, ·en itizing, baryta coating, or for photographic 
proce~ses by using solar or artificial light; and a duty of 3 cent.s 
per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem on albumenized or sensi
tized paper or paper otherwise surface coated for photographic 
purpo. ·e . The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 701: The House bill imposed the following 
dutie on transparencies, printed lithographically or otherwise, 
in not more than five printings (bronze printing to be counted 
as two printings), 40 per cent ad valorem ; in more than five 
printings (bronze printing to be counted as two printings), 50 
per cent ad valorem, with a proviso that all invoices shall 
state the number of separate printing actually employed in the 
production of the tran ·parency. '!'he Senate amendment elimi
nates the Bouse cla sifi.cation and proviso and imposes a duty 
of 25 cents per pound on transparencies; and the Senate recede.·. 

On amendments Nos. 702 and 703: Under the House bill ce
ramic decalcomania , weighing not over 100 pounds per thou
sand sheets, are dutiable at $1.40 per pound and 15 per cent ad 
valorem ; weighing over 100 pounds per thou ·and sheets, 35 
cent per pound and 15 per cent ad valorem. The Senate amend
moots reduce the specific rates, respectively, to $1.25 and 30 
cents per pound without change in the ad valorem rates; and 
the Bouse recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments No·. 704, 705, and 706: The House bill fixed 
eight one-thousandths of 1 inch in thickness as the dividing line 
for the asse sment of duties on all articles not specially pro· 
vided for in paragraph 1406. The Senate amendments make 
this dividing line twelve one-thousandths of 1 inch; and the 
Hou e recedes on all these amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 707, 708, and 709: The House bill im· 
po ed the following additional duties on all articles other than 
those hereinbefore provided for in paragraph 1406 : If exceeding 
eight and not exceeding twenty one-thousandths of 1 inch in 
thickness, if either die-cut or embossed, 1 cent per pound; if 
both die-cut and embo ed, 2 cents per pound; exceeding twenty 
one-thousandths of 1 inch in thickness, 10 rents per pound. The 
dividing line was changed from eight to twelve one-thou ·andths 
of 1 inch in thickne ·s by amendment No. 706, explained above, 
and amendments Nos. 707, 708, and 700 reduce the rates respec· 
tively to one-half of 1 cent, 1 cent, and 7% cent·· per pound. The 
House recedes o~ amendments 707, 708, and 709 with amend· 

ments mal..--ing · the rates, respecth·ely, three-fourths of 1 cent, 
1% cents, and 8% · cents per pound. 

On amendments Nos. 710 and 711: The Hou e bill imposed 
a duty on paper envelopes, not specially provided for. Senate 
amendment 710 provides that the e duties · shall apply whether 
the envelopes are filled or unfilled, and whether the contents 
are dutiable or free; and amendment 711 further provide that 
when the contents of uch envelopes are ubject to an ad va
lorem rate of duty or a duty based in whole or in part upon the 
value thereof, the eaTelopes hall be dutiable at the rate ap
plicable to their contents, but not le s than the rate provided 
for the envelopes ; and the Hou, ·e recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 712: The Bou. e bill imposed a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem on paper commonly or commercially· known 
as wall paper, composed in chiei'l value of paper, printed, litho
graphed, dyed, or colored, but not wholly or partially covered 
with linseed oil cement, or flock. 'rhe Senate amendment strike 
out the House text and impo ·es u duty of 10 per cent ad valorem 
on hanging paper, not plinted,· lithographed, dyed or colored ; 
and of 1% cents per pound and 20 per cent ad valorem on such 
paper if printed, lithographed, dyed, or colored; and the Hou e 
r~ede. 

On amendment No. 713: The Bouse bill imposed a duty of 30 
per cent ad valorem on filtering paper. The Senate amendment 
changes this rate to 5 cents per pound and 15 per cent ad va
lOI·em ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amenclrnent No. 714 : This amendment 1·ecluce from 30 to 
20 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty impo ed by the House 
bill on uncoated and undecorated cover paper; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 715: Thi'· amendment provide that ex
ported book.· of dome tic manufacture, when returned to the 
United States, after having been advanced in value or improved 
in condition by any proces of manufacture or other means, 
shall, under rule and regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Ti·easury, be dutiable only on the cost of materials added 
and labor performed in a foreign country ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 716: Under the House bill greeting cards, 
valentines, and other social and gift card· are dutiable at 35 
per cent ad valorem ; in the form of folder · and booklet , 45 
per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment rewrites the 
House language, and provides that any of these items, with 
text, hall be dutiable at 45 per eent ad valorem ; without text, 
30 per cent ad valorem; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 717: See amendment No. 694. The Bouse 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 718: Under the Hou e bill ribbon fly
catchers are not pecifically mentioned, but are classified as a 
manufacture of paper not specially provided for, at 35 per cent 
ad valorem. The Senate amendment specifi.cnlly names tile 
article and impo es a duty thereon of 45 per cent ad valorem; 
and the Senate recede . 

On amendment No. 719: In the House bill, paper tube , used 
for holding yarn or thread, are not specifically mentioned, but 
are cia sifted in thi paragraph as a manufacture of paper, not 
specially provided for, at 35 per cent ad valorem. The Sen
ate amendment specifically enumerates the articles and imposes 
thereon a duty of 2 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem, 
if parallel ; and of 5· cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, 
if tapered ; and the Hou ·e recedes with an amendment making 
the pecific rates 1 cent and 3 cent per pound, respectively, and 
making no change in the ad valorem rates. 

SCHEDULE Hi.-SUNDRIES 

The follm:ring amendments make clerical changes, and the 
House recedes: Nos. 720, 735, 739, and 807. 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph, sub
paragraph, and clau e number , letter , and references thereto, 
and the Bou~e recede · : Nos. 728, 796, 818, 843, and 44. 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph num
ber"' ; and the Senate recedes: 789 and 792. 

On amendment No. 721: The House bill imposed a duty of 
30 per cent ad valorem on molded, pressed, or formed articles 
in part of asbestos containing any binding agent, coating, or 
filler, other than hydraulic cement. The Senate amendment 
reduces the rate of cluty to 25 per cent ad valorem, and ex
cludes from the provision of this ubparagraph the foregoing 
articles containing ·ynthetic re .. in as a binding agent, coating, 
or filler ; ancl the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 722: Under the Hou~e bill golf tees are 
not specifically mentioned, but are included within the general 
terms of paragraph 1502 at 30 per cent ·ad valorem. The Sen
ate amendment >:pedftcally names this item, without change in 
rate of duty; and the House recedes. 
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On amendment No. 723: The House bill imposed a duty of 

60 per cent ad valorem on fabrics and articles. not ornamented 
with -beads, spangles, or bugles, nor embroidered, tamboured, 
appliqued, or scalloped, c_omposed wholly or in chief value of 
beads or spangles (other than imitation pearl beads, beads in 
imitation of precious or semiprecious stones, and beads in chief 
value of synthetic phenolic resin). The Senate amendment 
strikes out the word " phenolic " as applied to resin, making the 
exception applicable to beads composed of any synthetic resin ; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 724: The House bill imposed a duty of 2 
cents per inch and 20 per cent ad valorem · on imitation solid· 
pearl beads valued at not more than 5 cents per inch. The 
Senate amendment makes such beads dutiable at 60 per cent 
ad valorem ; and the House recedes with an -amendment making 
the rates as follows: Valued at not more than one-fourth of 1 
cent per inch, 60 per cent ad valorem ; valued at more than 
one-fourth of 1 cent and not more than 1 cent per inch, one-half 
of 1 cent per inch and 60 . per cent ad valorem; valued at more 
than 1 cent per inch but not more than 5 cents per inch, 1 cent 
per inch and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 725: The House bill imposed a duty of 4 
cents per inch and 40 per cent ad valorem on iridescent imita
tion solid pearl beads, valued at not ·more than 10 cents per · 
inch. The Senate amendment makes the rate of duty 90 per 
cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment -No. 726: The House bill imposed a duty of 
75 per cent ad valorem _on beads composed in chief value of 
synthetic phenolic resin. The Senate amendment strikes out 
the word " phenolic " ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 727-: This amendment strikes out the duty 
imposed by the House bill of 20 per cent on hat braids, wholly 
of ramie, and the duty of 40 per cent on manufactures of hat 
braids wholly of ramie. Amendment No. 729 transfers · hat 
braids wholly of ramie, suitable for making or ornamenting 
hats, bonnets, or hoods to paragraph 1504 '()f the Senate bill at 
the rate of 15 per cent if not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, 
and 25 per cent if bleached, dyed, colored, or stained. Amend
ment No. 731 transfers hats made of hat braid wholly of ramie 
to the rates provided for straw hats in subparagraph , (b) of · 
paragraph 1504 of the Senate bill. The House recedes on 

· amendment No. 727. 
On amendment No. 729: This amendment, besides its effect 

already referred to in connection with amendment -No. 727, im
poses upon braids and plaits, wholly or in chief value of ramie, 
suitable for making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, or hoods, a 
duty of 15 per cent if not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, 
and 25 ·per cent if bleached, dyed, colored, or stained. The 
Ho.use recedes with a clarifying amendment. 

On amendment No. 730: This amendment imposes· upon hat 
braids, etc., wholly or in chief value of straw, hemp, etc. (in
cluding ramie), containing a substantial part of rayon· or other 
synthetic textile but not in chief value thereof, a duty of 45 
per cent ad valorem; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 731, 732, and 733 : The House bill im
posed a duty of $4 per dozen and 50 per cent ad valorem on 
hats, bonnet.s, and hoods of straw, chip, paper, grass, palm 
leaf, willow, osier, rattan, real horsehair, cuba bark, or manila 
hemp, if blocked or trimmed, whether or . not bleached; dyed, 
colored, or stained, and $4 per dozen and 60 per cent ad valorem 
if sewed. Senate amendment No. 731 adds ramie to the list of' 
materials, and amendment No. 732 strikes out the specific duty 
on the blocked or trimmed, and makes the rate 78 per cent ad 
valorem. Amendment No. 733 strikes out the specific duty on 
the sewed, and makes the rate 88 per cent ad valorem. The 
House recedes on amendment No. 731 and recedes on amend
ment ~o. 732 with an amendment making the rate $3.50 per 
dozen and 50 per cent ad valorem, and the Senate recedes on 
amendment No. 733. 

On amendment No. 734: This amendment specifically provides 
for hats, bonnets, and hoods wholly or in chief value of braids 
not provided for in paragraph 1504, if such braid is composed 
of a substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but 
not wholly or in chief value thereof, and makes the rate of 
d!ltY thereon ~0 per cent ad valorem. Under the House bill 
such hats, bonnets, and hoods are dutiable under paragraph 
15~ at 90 .per cent. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 736: The House bill imposed a duty of 
50 per cent ad valorem on tooth and toilet brushes other than 
those specially provided for. The Senate amendment makes 
these brushes dutiable at 1 cent each and 50 per cent ad 
valm;em ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 737 and 738: These amendments reduce 
from 50 to 40 per cent ad valorem the rate . of duty imposed by 

the House bill on hair pencils in quills or otherwise ; and the 
House recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 740: Under the House bill stoppers com
posed wholly or in chief value of cork, over three-fourths of an 
inch in diameter measured at the larger end, are dutiable at . 
25 cents per pound, and at 31 cents per pound it three-fourths of 
1 inch or less in diameter measured at the larger end. The 
Senate amendment rewrites the House text, making a distinc
tion between stoppers made of natural and those of artificial 
cork. If composed of natural cork, the rates are the same as 
in the House bill ; if of artificial, composition, or compressed 
cork, the rates are reduced, respectively, to 10 and 12"% cents 
per pound; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 741: This amendment reduces from $2 to 
$1.50 per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill on 
perforated cork penholder gripS; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 742: This amendment reduces from 12"% 
to 10 cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on disks, wafers, and washers, three-sixteenths of 1 inch or 
less in thickness, made from artificial, composition, or com
pressed cork ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendm~nts Nos. 743 and 744: These are clarifying 
amendments; and the House recedes. . 

On amendment No. 745 ~ This amendment reduces from 2%, 
·cents to 1% cents per board foot the rate of duty imposed by 
the House bill on cork insulation wholly or in chief value of 
;cork, cork waste, or granulated or ground cork, in blocks, slabs, 
boards, or planks; and the House recedes with an amendment 
making the rate 21h cents per board foot. 

On amendment No. 746: This amendment reduces from 5 to 4 
cents per pound the rate of duty imposed by the House bill on 
cork pipe coverings, cork fitting covers, and cork lags, wholly 
or partly manufactured, roated or uncoated ; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 747: The House bill imposed the following 
duties : Dolls and doll clothing, composed in any part, however 
small, of any of the laces, fabrics, embroideries, or other mate
rials or articles provided for in paragraph 1529 (a) , 90 per 
cent ad valorem.; dolls and toys, composed wholly or in chief 
value of any product provided for in paragraph 31, having any 
movable member or part, 1 cent each and 60 per cent ad 
valorem ; not having any movable member or part, 1 cent each 
and 50 per cent ad valorem ; parts of dolls or toys, composed 
wholly or in chief value of any product provided for in para
graph 31, 1 cent each and 50 per cent ad valorem ; and on all 
other dolls, parts of dolls (including clothing), doll heads, and 
toy marbles, of whatever material composed, 70 per cent ad 
valorem. The Senate amendment strikes out the House text 
and makes dolls, parts of dolls, doll heads, toy marbles, toy 
games., tOy containers, toy favors, and toy souvenirs, of what
ever material composed, dutiable at 70 per cent ad valorem, and • 
under a provision of amendment No. 748, doll clothing is ex
cluded from the paragraph for separate assessment. The House 
,recedes with an amendment reinstating the House text and 
rates and including toy games, toy containers, toy favors, and 
toy souvenirs- at the 70' per cent rate. 

On amendment No. 748: This amendment defines the term 
''-toy 1

? as an article chiefly u ed for the amusement of children, 
whether or not also suitable for physical exercise or for mental 
development, and further provides that doll clothing shall not 
be classified under this paragraph but shall be assessed sepa
rately. The House recedes with an amendment striking out the 
reference to doll clothing, in conformity with the action of the 
conferees on amendment No. 747. 
- On amendment No. 749: The House bill provided that none 

of the articles enumerated in the toy paragraph (par. 1513) 
should be subject to a less aiD'()unt of duty than would b~ 
payable without regard to the paragraph, except that any 
article named therein' composed wholly or in chief value of 
china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthenware, or stoneware 
should be classified under the paragraph. The Senate amend
ment strikes out this proviso ; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 750: This amendment imposes a duty of 
1 cent per pound on garnet in grains, ground, pulverized, re
fined, or manufactured, which under the House bill was on the 
free list if in grains not ground, the other forms being dutiable 
at 30 per cent ad valorem. The House recedes. 
· On amendment No. 751: This amendment imposes a duty of 

20 per cent ad valorem on manufactures of which garnet is the 
component material of chief value, not specially provided for; 
'and· the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 752: This amendment imposes a duty of 
60 per cent ad valorem on any of the articles provided for in 
_paragraph 1514 (relating to abrasives, etc.), if containing more 
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than specified percentages of certain alloying materials; and. the • ~ on,• amendments .·Nos.- . 767- and 4 7G8,- a.nd .the -Senate -recedes on 
House recedes. -. .,....,. · · _ 1 · -- ·, amendments·· Nos. 769-and-•770: 
. 0n -amendment NoF 'f53.; ·This. amendment increases . from S On amendment· No. "171 :..Under the Hou e bill silk-or· opera 

cents per pound to 25 cents per pound the duty imposed by the hats in chief value of silk are not specifically mentioned, but 
House bill on firecracker more than five- ixteenths of 1 inch are dutiable under paragraph 1210 as silk wearing apparel not 
outside diameter, or more than 1%, inches in length; and the specially provided for, at 65 per cent ad valorem. The Senate 
House recedes. amendment specifically names these hat , and imposes thereon 

On amendment No. 754: Thi amendment increases from 2 a duty of $2 each and 75 per cent ad valorem; and the Hou e 
cent to 2%, cents per thousand the rate of duty imposed by the recedes with an amendment making the duty applicable only 
House bill on friction or lucifer matche imported otherwi e to men's hats. 
than in boxes containing not more than 100 rna tches each ; and I On amendment No. 772 : The Hou ·e· bill imposed ' a · duty of . 80 
the House recedes. · per cent ad valorem on jewelry wholly or in chief value of gold 

On amendment No. 755: Under the House bill, match splints or platinum, and imposed a higher rate on jewelry compo ed 
and skillets for match boxes were not specially mentioned but of any other material and valued above 20 cents per dozen 
were dutiable at 33% per cent ad valorem as manufactures of piece . The Senate amendment makes dutiable under the 80 
wood not specially provided for. The Senate amendment specif- per cent rate instead of the higher rate, jewelry of which the 
ically enumerates these items, and makes the splii:J.ts dutiable metal part is wholly or in chief value of gold or platinum 
at 1 cent per thou and and the 'skillets at 12 cents per thou- even though the gold or platinum is not the component mate-
sand· and the House recedes. rial of chief value of the whole article. The House recedes. • 

on' amendment No. 756: This amendment reduces from 40 to On amendment No. 773: The Hou e bill imposed on jewelry 
30 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House (other than that ~cribed in connection with the la t amend
bill on percussion caps, · cartridges, and cartridge shell empty; ment) a duty of 1 cent each and, in addition, three-fifths of 1 
and the House recedes. cent per dozen for each 1 cent the value exceeds· 20 cents per 

On amendment No. 757: The House bill imposed a duty of 20 dozen, and in addition thereto 50 per cent ad valorem. The 
per cent ad valorem on feathers and downs, on the skin or other- Senate amendment changes the rate to 80 per cent ad valorem; 
wise crude or not dressed colored or otherwise advanced or and the Senate recedes. · 
man~actured in any mann~r, not specially provided for, and of 0~ ~mendment ~o. 7!4: The House bill provided that none of 
60 per cent ad valorem on feathers and· downs dressed, colored, the Jewelry d~scnbed m subparagraph (a) of paragraph 1527 
or otherwi e advanced or manufactm:ed in ·any manner, · includ- shoul_d be subJ.ect to a le a~ount of duty than would' be pay
ing quilts of down ancl other manufactures of · down. The Sen- able if the article was .not dutiabl.e unde~ paragraph·1527. ~he 
ate amendment makes the ·duty 11 cents per pound on crude ~enate amendment sti?kes ~mt this provi o, _the eff~t o,f w~.uch 
feathers and downs compres ed to a density of not l~ss than IS t? make all the .ar?cles m. s~bparagraph (a) _dutiable a~ the 
10 1 ounds per cubic foot~ and makes the rate 95 cents per pound various rate proVIded therem even though subJe<:t to a higher 
on feathers and downs dressed, colored, or otherwise advanced rate under orne other paragraph. The Senate rec~de~: . 
or manufactured in any manner, whether compressed or not, and On amendments Nos. 77f! and 776: The Hou e bill Imposed· a 
retains the House rate on quilts and other manufactui·es of d~ty of 80 yer cent on articles valued above 20 cents ~er dozen 
down · and the Senate recedes. p1eces, designed to be worn on apparel or to be carried on or 

On 'amendment No. '!58: This amendment is necessary by rea- about or atta~~ed to the person, such as and inclndin'g buckl~, 
son· of the action of the Senate in · connection with amendment card cases,_ Ciga~ette cases, cuff button , . match box~s, etc., If 
No. 692; and the House recedes. w_holly or m chief valu~ of gold or pla!mum; and Imposed a 

On amendments NoS. 759 and 760 : The Hou ·e bill imposed the higher rate on such articles wholly or m chie~ value of any 
following duties: NatUl'al grasses, grains, leaves, plants, shrubs, other metal. The _Senate amendme':t make dutiable un_der. the 
herbs, and trees, and parts thereof, not specially provided for, · 80 _per cent rate mst~d or the h~g?er. r~te, such article I of 
when bleached, 50 per -cent ad valorem; when colored, dyed, whi~h the metal part IS wh~lly or. m c~nef value of gold or 
p'ainted, or chemically treated, 75 per cent ad valorem. The platinum, ev~n thoug~ the "'old or platinum !s not the com
Senate amendments reduce the e rates respectively to 25 and 50 ponent material of ~bief value of the whole article. The House 

. ' . ' . . recedes on b.oth amendments. . 
!:~~f:nt ad valorem, and the Senate r~edes on both amend- On amendment No: 7·77: T~e Hou e bill imposed a duty of 10 

· . . . · per cent ad valorem on diamond and other precious _stones, 
On amendment No. 761. The Hou e bill ~mposed a duty of. 25 rough or uncut, and not advanced in condition or value from 

,per cent a.d va~orem on plates, mats, and cro ses of dr~ssed dog, their natural ·state by Cleaving, splitting, cutting, or other 'proc
g.oat, ?r kid skms. The Sena.te ~mendment reduces this duty t~ ess, whether in their natural form or· broken, nDt set, · and' 'on 
10 per c~nt and makes a clanfymg amendment. The Ho~se re- diamo'nd dust: Senate amendment No. 777 strikes out the Hou e 
cedes w~th an am~ndment r.est.oring the rate of duty m the language, and amendment No. 919 transfers these items· to the 
Hou. e bill and makmg a clarifymg ame.ndment. . . . free list; and the Hoti8e recedes on amendment No. 777.- · 

On amendments Nos. 762 and 763: These are clarifymg amend- On amendment No. 778: This amendment reduces from 20 to 
ments; and the House .recedes. . . . . 10· per cent ad valorem the rate of ·duty impo ed-by the Hotise 
. . On amendment No. 764: Under the Hou e bill articles ?f we~r- · bill on pearls and parts thereof,-drilled· or undrilled, but not set 
rng apparel wholly or pa~tly ~anufactured, .wholly or. m chief or strung (except temporarily); and the Hou e recedes. 
value of. dog, goat, or kid skins, not spectally provided for, On amendment No. 779: This amendment reduces from 20 to 
were dutiable a 50 per cent ad valorem under subparagraph. (e) 10 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the Hou e 
of ~aragraph 1519. The Senate amendment m~kes these articles bill on diam6nds, coral, rubies, cameo , and other preciou · 
cluti~ble at 15 per cent. The House recedes With an amendment stones and semiprecious stones, cut but not set, and suitable 
makmg the rate 35 per cent. . . for u e in the manufacture of jewelry ; and the House recede . 
. On amendment No. _ 765: The Hous~ bill unpo ed a compound On amendment No.-780: The House bill imposed on imitation· 

duty of 36 cen~s pe~ pound and 40 per cent ad valo~em .on press half pearls not coated with fish-scale solution a duty of 20 per 
cloth of camels hall'. The Senate amendment str~es out the cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment strikes out the words 
sl)ecific rate but retains the ad valorem; and the House recedes "not coated with fish-scale solution" so that all imitation half 
with an amendment making the rate 40 per cent ad valorem but pearls, whether or not coated with fish-scale solution, will be 
not less than 25 cents per pound. . subject to the 20 per cent duty ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 767, 768, 769, and 770: Senate amend- On amendments Nos. 181 and 782: The House bill provided 
ment No. 767 reduces from $1.50 to $1.25 ·per dozen the mte of that imitation solid pearls, unpierce<l, pierced or partially 
duty imposed by the House bill on hats, caps, bonnets, and pierced, loose, or mounted, of whatever shape, color, or de ign, 
hood , for men's, women's, boys', or children's wear, trimmed or shall bear the same rate of duty as is applicable to irriitation 
untrimmed, including bodies, hoods, plateaux, forms, or shape , solid pearl beads. Senate amendment No. 781 includes within 
for hats or bonnets, compo ed wholly or in chief value of fur this provision iridescent .imitation solid pearls, and amendment 
of the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, valued. at not mor~ than No. 782 makes a change in language for purpose of clarifica-
$6 per dozen; amendment No. 768 reduces the _ rate on those tion; and the Hou e recedes on both amendment . : 
valued at more than $6 and not more than $9 per. dozen from $3 On amendment No. 783: Under the House bill lace window 
t9 $2.50 per dozen; amendment No. 769 reduces the rate on curtain (other than those provided for in par. 920) were in
tho e valued at more than $24 and not more than $30 per dozen eluded within the lace and embroidery paragraph of the ·bill at 
from $12 to $10 per dozen; and amendment No. 770 . reduces 90 per cent ad valorem without specific enumeration. The Sen
the rate on those valued at more than $30 and not more than ate amendment· specifically · name · the ·e . articles in the ·para-
'48 per dozen from $13 to $11 per dozen. -The House I'ecedes graph; and the .House recedes. 

• 
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On -amendment No. 784: The House bill excepted from the 

90 per cent duty in paragraph 1629 (a) boots, shoes, or other 
footwear (including athletic or sporting boots and shoes), made 
wholly, or in chief value of leather, not specially provided for, 
and such footwear the uppers of which are composed wholly 
or in chief value of wool, cotton, ramie, animal hair, fiber, 

- rayon, silk, or substitute , eyen though such articles are orna
mented or embroidered, and also excepts the articles provided 
for in paragraphs 1702 and 1721 of th~· House bill. The Senate 
amendment makes the exception apply to all articles on the free 
list and to such footwear the uppers of which are composed 
wholly or in chief · value of wool, cotton, ramie, animal hair, 
:fiber, or silk. or substitutes. The House recedes with an amend
ment making the exception apply as in the House bill as well 
as to all articles on the free list. 

On amendment No. 785: The House bill excepted from the 
00 per cent duty imposed on lace articles and embroideries in 
paragraph 1529 (a), the handker<:hiefs and body-supporting gar
ments and wearing apparel to which such garments are at
tached, in part of lace, or embroidered, enumerated in subpara
graphs (b) and (c) respectively, of the House bill. The Senate 
amendment remove. the exception in the case of body-sup
porting garments ; and the House recedes with an amendment 
making a necessary change in subparagraph reference. 

On .amendment No. 786: This amendment is necessary by 
reason of the action of the Senate in connection with amend
ment No. 692; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 787: This amendment removes from the 
90 per cent ad valorem rate imposed in paragraph 1529 (a) 
on embroidered hose and half hose, such ho e and half hose in 
chief value of cotton or wool if the embroidery is commonly 
know.n as clocking and does not exceed 1 inch in width or 6 
inches in length, exclusive of the fork, and subjects them to the 
lower rates of duty provided in the cotton and wool schedules. 
The House recedes on this amendment with an amendment sub
jecting such ho e and half ho. e to a duty of 75 per cent ad 
valorem. 

On amendment No. 788: This amendment imposes on laces, 
3 inches or le s in width, and on laces suitable for conversion 
into laces 3 inches or less in width, an additional duty of one
half of 1 cent per yard- for each one-half inch, or fraction 
thereof, in width ; and impo es on nets and netting certain addi
tional specific duties per square yard, according to the number 
of holes per square inch. The Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 790 and 791: The House bill imposed 
a duty of 4 cents eaeh and 40 per cent ad valorem on handker
chiefs wholly or in part of lace or embroidered, etc. Amend
ment No. 790 makes the rate on handkerchiefs of lace 90 per 
cent ad valorem. Amendment No. 791 makes the rate on em
broidered handkerchiefs 90 per cent and impo es an additional 
duty of 1 cent each if such handkerchiefs are made with hand 
rolled or hand made hems. The Senate recedes on amend
ment No. 790. The House recedes OnAJllendment No. 791 with 
an amendment impo ·ing the. following duties on both lace and 
embroidered handkerchiefs : If valued at not more than 70 
cents per dozen, 3 cents each and 40 per cent ad valorem; 
valued at more than 70 cents per dozen, 4 cents each and 40 
per cent ad valorem; plus an additional d.uty of 1 cent each on 
such handkerchiefs -valued at not more than 70 cents per dozen 
if made with hand rolled or hand made hems. 

On amendment No. 793: The House bill imposed duties of 60 
and 75 per cent ad valorem on body-supporting garments and 
on wearing apparel or articles to which a body-supporting gar-· 
ment is attached. The Senate amendment provides that when 
sueh \vearing apparel or article is so attached, it shall not be 
subject to a less rate of duty than if it were imported sep
arately ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 794: The Hou~e bill imposed a duty of 
60 per cent ad valorem on elastic fabric ~ of whatever material 
composed, knit woven, or braided, in part of india rubber, more 
than 12 inches in width. The Senate amendment removed the 
limitation as to width; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 795, 949, 967, and 968: Th~ House bill 
. imposed on hides and skins of cattle of the bovine specie a duty 

of 10 Qer cent ad valorem, and duties of 12%, 15, and 20 per 
cent on various leathers made from uch hides or skins. 
Leather made from the kins of other animals was made duti
able at 25 per cent ad valorem, but if to be used in tlle manu
facture of hoes, or if cut into shoe forms the duty was 10 per 
cent. The House bill also imposed a duty of 30 per cent ad 
valorem on fancy leather of all kinds. Boots and shoes of 
leather were made dutiable at 20 per cent and boots or shoes 
with vegetable or animal fiber uppers were made dutiable at 35 
per cent. Barnes , saddles, and saddlery, and parts thereof 

(except metal parts), were made dutiable at rates of 15 per 
cent and 35 per cent. The Senate amendments transfer hides 
and skins of cattle of the bovine speeies and boots and shoes of 
leather to the free list. The Senate amendments also make 
chamois skins, pianoforte, pianoforte-action, player-piano-action 
leather, and enameled uphoLstery leather, and bag, strap, case, 
football, and glove leather, and seal, beep, goat, and calf 
leather, other than shoe leather, dutiable at 20 per cent. All 
other leather is placed on the free list. Boots and shoes of 
animal or vegetable fiber uppers are made dutiable at 35 per 
cent. Harness va~ued at more than $70 per set and single 
harness and saddles valued at more than $40, and parts (except 
metal parts) for any of the foregoing are made dutiable· at 35 
per cent. The Hou e recedes on amendment No. 795 with an 
amendment restoring the provision of the Hou. e bill, making 
certain clarifying changes, and reducing from 25 per cent to 
10 per cent the duty on vegetable-tanned rough leather made 
from goat or sheep skin (including those commercially known 
as India-tanned goat or ~beep skin ) . The Senate recede· on 
amendments Nos. 949, 967, and 968. 

On amendment No. 796: The House bill impo eli a duty of 
35 per cent ad valorem on bags, baskets, belts, atchels, card
ca es, pocketbooks, jewel boxes, portfolio , and other boxes and 
cases, not jewelry, wholly or in chief value of leather or parch
ment and manufactures of leather, rawhide, or parchment, or 
of which 1eatherf rawhide, or parchment is the component 
material of chief value, not specially provided for, and a duty 
of 50 per cent ad valorem on any of the foregoing permanently 
fitted and furnished with traveling, bottle, drinking, dining or 
luncheon, sewing, manicure, or similar sets. The Senate amend
ment reduces these rates, respectively, to 30 per cent ad Yalorem 
and 45 per cent ad valorem, and restore mocassins to this 
paragraph at 30 per cent ad valorem, which were dutiable 
under paragraph 1530 (e) of the House bill at 20 per cent ad 
valorem; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 797: The House bill imposed the follow
ing duties on gloves wholly or in chief value of leather, which 
dutie are based upon extreme length of the gloves (including 
the unfolded length of cuffs or other appendages) : Men's glo-ves 
not over 12 inches in length. $6.50 per dozen pair ; women's 
and children's gloves not ove1· 12 inches in length, $5.50 per 
dozen pairs; an additional duty of 50 cent per dozen pairs on 
such glove for each inch or fraction thereof in excess of 12 ; 
and cumulative duties of $1 per dozen pairs when machine 
seamed but not overseamed; $5 per dozen pairs when seamed 
by band; $3.50 per dozen pairs when lined with fabrics; $4 per 
dozen pairs when trimmed with fur; and $5 per dozen pairs 
when lined with leather or fur. The House bill also imposed a 
minimum duty of. 50 per cent ad -valorem and provided that 
glove tranks should be ubject to 75 per cent of the duty 
provided for the gloves in the fabrication of which they are 
uitable. Gloves of horsehides or cowhides (except calfskin ) 

are dutiable under the House bill at 25 per cent. The Senate 
amendment makes glo es of leather dutiable at the following 
rates: Men's gloves, $6 per dozen pairs; women's and children's 
glo-ves of sheep or lamb leathe1·, not o-ver 14 inches in Jength, 
$4 per dozen pairs, and if in excess of 14 inches in length, 25 
cents per dozen pairs additional for each inch; women's and 
children's glove ·· (not of . beep or lamb leather) not over 14 
inches in length, $5 per dozen pairs and 25 cent per dozen 
pairs for each inch in excess of 14. Under the Senate amend
ment the extreme length does not include the unfolded length 
of cuff or other appendages. The Senate amendment also 
impo es cumulative duties of $2 per dozen pair~ if lined with 
fabric and $4 per dozen pairs if lined with- leather or fur. 
Glove of hors.ebides or cattle hide (except ~alf ··kin ) under 
the Senate amendment are dutiable at $1.50 per dozen pairs. 
Glove tranks are ubject to 75 per cent of the duty provided for 
the gloves in the fabrication of which they are uitable. The 
Hou e recedes with an amendment restoring the provisions of 
the Hou e bill, but making the base rate on men's gloves $6 per 
dozen pairs. 

On amendment No. 798: The House biU imposed a duty of 63 
per eent ad valorem on artificial flies, snelled hooks, leaders or 
casts, finished or unfinished, and o-f 55 per cent ad valorem on 
fishhooks, fishing rods and reel. . artificial baits, and all other 
fishing tackle and part thereof, fly book ~ . fly boxes, fishing bas
kets or creels, finished or unfinished, not specially provided for, 
except fishing line·, fishing nets, and ~.:;eineN . The Senate amend
ment rewrites the House text, subjecting all such articles to a 
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem. The House recedes with an 
amendment restoring the House cla ~ification, but imposing a 
duty of 55 per cent ad valorem on artificial flies, snelled hooks, 
leader or casts, finished or unfinished, and on fishing rods and 
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reels, and parts thereof; and of ,45 per .cent ad valorem on all 
the other articles el}umerated in the paragraph. 

On amendment No. 799: The House bill imposed a duty of 35 
per cent ad valorem on aU candles. The Senate amendment 
eliminates this specific provision, the effect of which is to make 
wax candles dutiable at 20 per cent ad valorem as manufactures 
of wax, not specially. provided for, while other candles would be 
dutiable as a nonenumerated manufactured article at the same 
rate under paragraph 1558 of the Senate bill; and the House 
recedes with an amendment restoring the House language but 
changing the rate to 27% per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 800: The House bill impo eel a duty of 50 
per cent ad valorem on manufactures of chip roping. The Sen
ate amendment eliminates this specific provision, the effect of 
which is to make this item dutiable at 25 per cent ad valorem as 
a manufacture of chip not specially provided for; and the House 
recedes with an amendment restoring the House language but 
making the rate 25 per cent ad Yalorem. 
. On amendment No. 8Q1 : Under the H ouse bill .floor coverings 
of sponge rubber were not specifically mentioned, but were duti
able at 40 per cent ad valorem in paragraph 1021 as floor cover
ings not specially provided for. The Senate amendment spe~ifi
caUy names these article , and impo e a duty thereon of 25 per 
cent ad valorem; and the Senate recedes. 
. On amendments Nos. 802, 803, and 804: The House bill im
posed a duty on laminated products of which any ynthetic resin 
or resinlike sub tance provided for in paragraph 28 (coal-tar 
prouuct ) is the chief binding agent. Amendment No. 802 
extend these dutie so a to apply to laminate<! products of 
which any synthetic resin or resinlike substance is the chief 
binding agent ; and the House recedes. Amendment 803 is ·a 
clarifying amendment in respect of the e dutie ; and the House 
recede . The House bill imposed a duty of 50 cents per pound 
and 40 per cent ad valorem on manufactures wholly or in chief 
value of any of the foregoing laminated products. Amendment 
804 impo es the same duty on manufactures wholly or in chief 
value of any other product of which any synthetic resin or 
resinlike substance is the chief binding agent, thus including 
molded products as well as laminated products; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 805: The H ou e bill imposed a duty of 60 
per cent ad valorem on pipe organs or pipe-organ player actions 
and parts thereof. The Senate amendment provides that on 
pipe organs or pipe-organ player actions and parts thereof 
especially designed and con ·tructed for installation and . use in 
a particular church, or in a particular public auditorium at 
which it is not customary to charge an admission fee, which are 
imported for that specific use, and which are so installed and 
used within one year from the date of importation, the rate of 
duty shall be 40 per cent ad valorem ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 806 : This amendment reduce from 60 to 
40 per cerit ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on chin rests for violins ; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 08: This amendment reduces from 60 to 
40 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on trings for mu ical instruments composed wholly or in 
part of catgut, other gut, oriental gut, or metal; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 809 and 1108: The House bill imposed a 
duty of $1.25 each and 35 per cent ad valorem on violins, violas, 
violoncellos, and double basses, of all sizes. Senate amendment 
No. 809 provides that this duty shall apply only to such of the 
article named as are made after the year 1800; and amendment 
No. 1108 transfers to the free list those made in the year 1800 
or before; and._ the Hou e recedes on both amendments. 

On amendm~nts Nos. 810 arid 811: The House bill_ imposed a 
duty of 20 per cent ad valorem on all carillons, and parts 
thereof. Senate amendment No. 810 increases this rate to 25 
per cent ad valorem; and amendment No. 811 provides that 
religion and educational societies and in. titutions, or individ
uals for ))hilanthropic, ch:uitable, or patriotic purposes, may 
import free of duty any calillon con isting of not le than 30 
bell of different sizes and weights, and parts thereof, for 
installation and use in or on one building, and not for sale; 
and the Senate recede on both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 812 and 816: The House bill provided 
that any article chiefly used for the amu ement of children, or 
any part of any such article, shall not be classified under the 
musical instruments paragraphs (1541 and 1542 of the Senate 
bill). The Senate amendments strike out these provisos in 
view of the new wording in the toy paragraph (see amendment 
No. 748), which accomplishes the same purpose; and the House 
recedes. 

On am_endment ;No. 813 : ,Under the House bill, dictophones 
are not specifically mentioned, but are dutiable at 30 per cent ad 
valorem under , the provision for phonographs, gramophones, 
graphophones, and similar articles. The Senate amendment 
peciiically enumerates dictophone , but make no change in the 

duty; and the House recedes. 
On amendments Nos. 814 and 815: The Hou e bill imposed 

a duty of 8 cents per thousand and 45 per cent ad valorem on 
needles for phonographs, gramophones, graphophones, and simi
lar articles. Senate amendment No. 815 eliminates ~he specific 
rate but retains the ad valorem rate at 45· per cent, and amend
ment No. 814 specifically enumei·ates needle for dictophones; 
and the H ouse recede on .amendment No. 814, and the Senate 
recedes on amendment No. 815. · 

On amendment No. 816: See amendment No. 812. 
On amendment No. 817 : This amendment increases from 25 

to 40 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the 
House bill on sponges commercially known a sheepswool ; and 
the Hou e recede with an amendment making the rate 30 per 
cent ad valerom. 

On ap1imdments Nos. 819, 820, and 822: The e are clarifying 
amendments to make certain that the subparagraph is confine<! 
·olely to works of art. The House recedes on all three amend
ment . 

On amendment No. 821: Under the House bill statuary, sculp
tures, or copies, replicas, or reproductions of the arne, not spe
cially provided for, which are works of art, are dutiable at 20 
per cent ad valorem. The Senate amendment limits the Hou e 
provi ion to such of the e articles as are valued at not le than 
$2.50 each, the effect of which is to make articles valued at less 
than $2.50 each dutiable according to the component material of 
chief value; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 23: Under the House bill paintings in 
oil, mineral, water, or other colors, pastels, and drawings and 
sketches in pen and ink, pencil, or water color, are free of duty 
if original, while if not original they are either dutiable under 
paragraph 1547 of the Hou e bill at 20 per cent ad valorem as 
works of art, not specially provided for, or under other para
graphs according to the nature and description of the article. 
The Senate amendment im11oses a duty of ~:0 per cent ad 
valorem on any of the foregoing, whether or not works of art., 
suitable as design. for use in the manufacture of textiles, floor 
covering , wall paper, or wall coverings ; and the Hou e recede . 

On amendments Nos. 824 and 825 : The House bill imposed a 
duty of 60 cents per gt·oss and 35 per cent ad valorem on pencils 
of paper, wood, or other material not metal, filled with lead or 
other material, pencil of lead, crayon (including chalk 
crayons and charcoal crayons or fu a in ) , not specially pro
vided for. The Senate amendment reduce thi rate to 45 cents 
per gro s ·and 25 per · cent ad valorem ; ·and the Hou e recede 
on both amendment with amendments making the rate 50 cents 
per gross and 30 per cent ad valorem. 

On amendment No. 826: This amendment provides that on 
any of the pencil pr · ded for in paragraph 1549 (a), valued 
at more than $5.75 per gro , the maximum duty shall be $1 
per gross; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 827: Under the House bill black pencil 
leads not in wood or other material are dutiable at 6 cents per 
gross. The Senate amendment include at tllis rate black leads 
for holders and black leads of graphite or of graphite and clay 
exceeding six one-hundredths of an inch in dinrueter. The 
Hou e recedes with an amendment makino- clarifying changes 
but without change of the rate or classification provided in the 
Senate amendment. 

On amendments Nos. 828 and 829: The Hou e bill imposed a 
duty of 72 cents per dozen and 40 per cent ad vnlorem on me
chanical pencils. The Senate amendments give mechanical nen
cils a separate cla.,sification and change the rate to 45 cent. .. per 
gro s and 40 per cent ad valorem ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 830: The House bill impo ed a duty of 
25 per cent ad valorem on photographic dry plate , not specially 
provided for. The Senate amendment reduces this rate to 20 
per cent ad valorem, and provides that when such dry plate 
are panchromatic the rate shall be 10 per cent; and the House 
recedes with an amendment making the rate 20 per cent ad 
valorem on such plate whether or not panchromatic. 

On amendments No . 831, 832, and 833: '.rhe Hou ·e bill im
posed a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem on photographic film~, 
sensitized but not exposed or developed, of every kind except 
motion-picture films having a width of 1 inch or more and 
imposed a duty of · four-tenths of 1 cent per linear fo~t on 
motion-picture films. sen itized but not expoRed or developed, 
of the standard width of 1% inc he , while all other widths of 
1 inch or more were dutiable in equal proportion thereto. The 
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Senate amendments eliminate the distinction between motion
picture films and other photographic films and make all sen
sitized but not exposed or developed films dutiable at two-tenths 
of 1 cent per· linear foot of the standard width of 1% inches, 
and other widths in proportion thereto ; and the Senate recedes 
on all these amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 834 and 988: The House bill imposed 
a duty of 2 cents per linear foot on all photographic-film nega
tives, in any form, for u ·e in connection with moving-picture 
exhibits or for mah."'ing or reproducing pictures for such ex
hibits, exposed but not developed. Senate amendment No. 834 
excepts from the duty unde\eloped negative moving-pictm·e film 
of Ame1·ican manufacture exposed abroad for silent or sound 
news reel; and amendment No. 988 transfers this film to the 
free list ; and the Hou e recedes on both amendments. 

On amendments Nos. 835 and 94·: The Hon e bill impo ed a 
duty of 60 per cent ad valorem on cigarette books, cigarette 
book covers, and on cigarette paper in all forms, except cork 
paper. Senate amendment No. 835 strikes out the House pro
vision, and amendment No. 894 transfers these items to the 
free list; and the Senate recedes. 

On -amendment No. 836: This amendment reduces from 60 to 
40 per cent ad valorem the rate of duty imposed by the House 
bill on umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades coveroo with mate
rial other than paper or lace, not embroidered or appliquM; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 837, 838, and 839: The House bill im
posed a duty of 75 per cent ad valorem on handles and sticks 
for umbrellas, para:o:;ols, sunshades, and walking canes, wholly 
or in chief value of synthetic phenolic resin. Senate amend
ment No. 838 eliminates the word "phenolic," and amendments 
Nos. 837 and 39 make clerical changes; and the House recedes 
on all these amendmenb . 

On amendment No. 840: See amendment No. 577. 
On amendment No. 841: The House bill imposed a duty of 30 

per cent ad valorem on bleached beeswax, while crude beeswax 
was free of duty under paragraph 1791 of the House bill as wax 
not specially provided for. The Senate amendment imposes a 
duty of 12 per cent ad valorem on crude beeswax, and reduces 
the rate on bleached beeswax to 25 per cent ad valorem; and 
the Senate recedes. · 

On amendment No. 842: Under the House bill stamping and 
embos ing materials of pigment , mounted on paper or equiva
lent backing and releasable from the backing by means of heat 
and pressure, are dutiable at 5 cents per pound and 15 per cent 
ad valorem under paragr.apb 1405 as surface-coated papers. 'l'he 
Senate amendment specifically provides for these items in a 
. eparate cla ification and make the rate theron three-eighths 
of 1 cent per hundred square inche ; and the House recedes. · 

TITLE Il.-FllEE LIST 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph num
bers ; and the Senate recedes : 853, tiS, 8G9, 860, 862, 863, 864, 865, 
866, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, 875, 876, 877, 878, 880, 881, 882, 
883, 884, and 886. 

The following amendments make changes in paragraph num
bers; and the ·Hou. e recedes mth amendments making further 
changes in paragraph number : 888, 891, and 892. 

The following amendments make clerical changes; and the 
House recedes: 912. 924. and 1065. 

On amendment No. 845: The House bill, in referring to our 
posse sion in Samoa, u. ed the desc1iptive plu·ase " the island 
of Tutuila." The Senate amendment uses the phrase "American 
Samoa " ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 846: See amendment No. 13. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 847: Under the House bill, milk cans were 
not specifically enumerated, but were dutiable under the basket 
clause of the metal schedule. The Senate amendment transfers 
this item to the free list; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 848 and 849: The House bill provided 
that horses, mules, asses, cattle, sheep, and othet' domestic ani
mals which have strayed aero s the boundary line into any 
foreign country, or which are driven across such boundary line 
by the owner for temporary pasturage purposes only, together 
with the off pring, shall be dutiable unles brought back to the 
United States within eight months, in ·wbi<:h case they shall be 
free of duty. Senate amendment No. 848 eliminates the pro
vision for free entry of such animals as are driven across the 
boundary line, and amerrdment No. 849 limits the time within 
whicl:r strayed animals may be ).·eturned free of duty to three 
months. The Senate recedes on both amen<lruents. 

On amendment No. 850: The House bill permits animals, 
poultry, and fish to be temporarily brought into the United 
States under bond for a period not exceeding six months, for tbe 

purpose of breeding, exhibition, or competition for prizes offered 
by any agricultural, polo, or racing association. The Senate 
amendment . confines this privilege to animals and poultry; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 851: Under the House bill arrowroot 
starch was not specifically mentioned, but was dutiable under 
paragraph 85 of the House bill at 1 1h cents per pound as starch 
not specially provided for. The Senate amendment transfers 
manufactured arrowroot, including starch and flour, to the free 
list; and the House recedes with an amendment making a clari
fying change in language. 

On amendment No. 852: See amendment No. 11. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 854: The House bill exempts from duty 
articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United 
States, when returned after having been exported without hav
ing been advanced in value or improved iu condition by any 
process of manufacture or other means, but confines this ex
emption to such articles when imported by or for the aceount 
of the person who exported them from the United States. The 
Senate amendment strikes out this limitation, the effect of which 
is to extend the privilege to persons other than those by or for 
the account of whom the articles were exported ; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 855: The House bill exempts from duty 
iron or steel drums of either domestic or foreign manufacture 
used for the shipment of acids or other chemicals which ball 
have been actually exported from the United States. The Sen
ate amendment includes within this provision drums of other 
metal than steel or iron ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 856: The House bill exempts from duty 
bags of American manufacture exported filled with American 
products o:r exported empty and returned filled with foreign 
products, but confines this exemption to such domestic bag as 
may be imported by the exp9rter thereof. The Senate amend
ment strikes out this limitation, making such bags exempt from 
duty whether or not imported by the e:xporte ..... thereof; and the 
Senate recedes. 

On amendmenf No. 857: The Hou ~e bill permitted to certain 
persons, under certain conditions, the free importation of certain 
containers and coverings of Aillerican manufacture, but attached 
the condition that upon reimportation duty should be paid equal 
to any drawback allowed on exportation. The Senate amend
ment provides that if such covelings and containers are not 
unusual they shall be relieved from the repayment of drawback 
if used as coverings and containers of merchandise not subject 
to an ad valorem rate of duty; and the House recedes . 

On amendment No. 861 : Tllis amendment makes certain that 
plantains shall be admitted free of duty; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 867 and 868: Under the House bill bread 
is exempted from duty if yeast was tile leavening sub tance 
u. ed in its preparation. The Senate amendment further limits 
this provision to such bread as is· light raised and is commonly 
known as bread, the effect of which is to make so-called Swedish 
bread and similar bread dutiable at 30 per cent ad valorem 
under paragraph 733 of the Senate bill; and amendment No. 68 

·make bread dutiable in the case of imports from a country 
which imposes a tariff on bread imported from the United 
State ; and the Senate recedes on both amendment. . 

On amendment No. 879: See amendment No. 159. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 887: See amendment No. 244. The House 
recede with an amendment making a change in paragraph 
number. · 

On amendments Nos. 889 and 890: See amendment No. 29. 
The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 894: See amendment No. 835. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 900: Under the House bill cocoa or cacao 
beans are free of duty. The Senate amendment makes certain 
that shells of such beans shall also be free of duty ; and the 
Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 918: The House provision excludes sulpho
cyanides or thiocyanides, thiocyanates, and nitroprussides from 
this paragraph. The Senate pronsion also excludes these com
pounds and, in addition, excludes ferrocyanides, ferricyanides, 
and cyanates, the effect of which is to make them dutiable 
under paragniph 5 at 25 per cent ; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 938 and 939: The House bill placed on 
the free list guano, basic slag, manures, and all other substances 
used chiefly for fertilizer, not specially provided for, but pro
vided that no article specified by name in Title I should be free 
of duty under this provi.don. Senate amendment No. 93!) ex
tends the application of this paragraph to substances used 
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chiefly as an ingredient in the manufacture of fertilizers and 
strikes out the clause excepting articles specified by name in 
Title I. Amendment No. 938 makes the provisions of the para
graph applicable notwithstanding any other provision of the 
act. The House recedes on amendment No. 939 and recedes 
on amendment No. 938 with an amendment making a clarify
ing change. 

On amendment No. 9±1: See amendment No. 36. The Hou e 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 943 and 944: Under the House bill 
gunpowder, sporti,ng powder, and all other explo ive substances 
not especially provided for, are free of duty, with a proviso 
that if any country, dependency, province, or other subdivi
sion of government imposes a duty on any article specified in the 
paragraph, when imported from the United States, an equal 
duty shall be imposed upon such article coming into the United 
States from such country, dependency, province, or other sub
division of government. Senate amendment No. 943 excepts 
from the provisions of this paragraph explosive substances 
wholly or in chief value of cellulo"'e esters, and amendment 
No. 944 strikes out the countervailing duty provisions. The 
Hou e recedes on amendment No. 943 and the Senate recedes 
on amendment No. 944 . . 

On amendment No. 949 : See amendment No. 795. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 9G7 and 968: See amendment No. 795. 
The Seriate recedes. 

On amendment No. 986: The House bill admitted free of duty 
nets or finished sections of nets for use in otter trawl fishing; 
if composed wholly or in chief value of manila or vegetable 
fiber. The Senate amendment limits this provision to such 
net composed wholly or in chief value of manila. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 988: See amendment No. 834. The House 
recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 990 and 991: The Senate amendments 
make certain that kapok seed and rubber seed shall be admitted 
free of duty ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 994: See amendments Nos. 445 and 446. 
The Hou e recede . 

On amendment No. 996: The House bill exempted from duty 
fish the product of American fisheries (except cod, haddock, 
hake, pollock, cu h, mackerel, and swordfish) landed in a for
eign country and there not further advanced than beheaded, 
evi cerated, packed in ice, and frozen. The Senate amendment 
permits the removal of the fins ; and the House rec-edes. . 

On amendment No. 998: See amendment No. 121. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1000: The House bill admitted free of duty 
olive oil and palm kernel oil rendered unfit for use as food or for 
any but mechanical or manufacturing purposes. The Senate 
amendment includes within this provision rapeseed, sunflower, 
and sesame oil whell so denatured; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1001: The Hon:e bill admitted free of 
duty Chinese and Japane e tung oiL The Senate amendment 
makes free of duty all tung oil ; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 1005: See amendment No. 355. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1007: This amendment places on the free 
li t pads for horses ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1011: See amendment No. 129. The House 
rec(!des. 

On amendment No. 1030: The Senate amendment places on the 
free list scientific instruments, apparatus, and devices, of a 
kind not offered for sale in the United States by domestic pro
ducers a,nd imported for research purposes by any college or uni
ver ity, and not for sale, subject . to such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the Senate re
cedes. 

On amendment No. 1042: The Senate amendment makes clear 
that both crude and refined sodium nitrate shall be free of duty; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1043 : See amendment No. 160. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1044: This amendment transfers refined 
salt cake from the free list where it appears in the House bill 
to the dutiable list under paragraph 81 of the Senate bill; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1045: See amendment No. 158. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1054: Under the House bill, statuary im
ported in good faith for pre entation without . charge to, and for 
the u e of, any corporation or association organized and oper
ated exclusively for religions purposes, is. placed on the free list. 

The Senate amendment excepts from this provision casts of 
plaster of Paris, or of compositions of paper of papier-mache ; 
and the Hou e recedes. . 

On amendment No. 1056: See amendment No. 204. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1069: This amendment transfers from 
one place in the free list to another, alloys in chief value of tin 
not specially provided for ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No.1073: See amendment No.181. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1083: The Senate amendment exempts 
from duty, in the case of any individual returning from abroad, 
all professional books, implements, - instruments, and tools of 
trade, occupation, or employment, taken by him out of the 
United States to foreign countries, without regard to their 
value; and the House recedes with an amendment making 
clerical changes. 

On amendment No. 1084: The House bill provided for the ad· 
mission free of duty . of articles not exceeding $100 in value 
acquired abroad by residents of the United States for personal 
or household use or as souvenirs or curios not bought on com· 
mission or intended for sale. The Senate amendment provides 
that a resident of the United States shall not take advantage 
of this exemption within a period of 30 days from the last 
exemption claimed, and further provides that no courte y of 
the port, free entry, or special privileges or preferences in the 
examination of merchandise or baggage shall be extended to 
any person whomsoever who is subject to the payment of cus· 
toms duties; and the House recedes with an amendment strik· 
ing out the proviso in respect of courtesy of the port, etc. 

On amendment No. 1088 : The House bill places all witherite 
on the free list. The Senate amendment limits the House pro· 
vision to witherite, crude, unground, the effect of which is to 
make all other forms dutiable under paragraph 214 at 30 per 
cent ad valorem as an earthy or mineral substance not spe
cially provided for ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1097: Under the House bill, Christmas 
trees were not specifically enumerated, but were dutiable at 10 
per cent ad valorem under paragraph 1557 of the House bill 
as an unenumerated article. The Senate amendment places 
Christmas trees on the free list; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1100 and 1101: The House bill places 
on the free list original paintings in oil, mineral, water, or 
other colors, pastels, original drawings and sketches in pen, 
ink, pencil, or water colors, artists' proof etchings unbound, 
and engravings and woodcuts unbound, and original culp
tures or statuary, including not more than two replica or 
reproductions of the same, but provides that the words "paint
ing," "sculpture," and "statuary" as used in this paragraph 
shall not be understood to include any articles of utility, nor 
such as are made wholly or in part by stenciling or any other 
mechanical process. Senate amendment No. 1100 include· 
within the operation of this limitation the terms "drawing" 
and " sketch," and amendment No. 1101 further excludes from 
the paragraph such articles for industrial use; and the Hou ·e 
recedes on both amendments. 

On amendment No. 1106: Under the House bill, all rugs and 
carpets were excepted from the provision for the free entry of 
works of art. The Senate amendment confines the exception 
to those made after the year 1700, the effect of which is to 
make those made during or prior to the year 1700 free of duty 
if work of art; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1107: The House bill places on the free 
list works of art (except rugs and carpet ) , collections in illus
tration of the progress of the arts, works in bronze, terra cotta, 
parian, pottery, or porcelain, artistic antiquities, and objects 
of art of ornamental character or educational value which 
shall have been produced more than 100 years prior to the date 
of importation. The Senate amendment makes this provi ion 
apply only to uch articles as shall have been produced prior 
to the year 1830 ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1108: See amendment No. 809. The 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1110: The House bill placed on the free 
list Venetian glass mosaics which are works of art. The Sen
ate amendment strikes out the House provision, the effect of 
which is to make these articles dutiable at 60 per cent au 
valorem under paragraph 218 (f) of the Senate bill a an 
article composed wholly or in chief value of glass, not specially 
provided. for ; and the House recedes. 

TITLES III AND [V.-SPECIA.L AND ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

On amendment No. 1113: This amendment restores the sp 
cific requirement of th~ ~x.isting marking law, oll?itted from .the 

• 
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Bouse bill, that the marking must be in a conspicuous place; 
ant.l the Hou e recede . 

On amendment No. 1114: The House bill required the mark
ing of every imported article and its immediate container, ant.l 
the package in which imported, and delegated to the Secretary 
of the Treasury authority to make such exceptions as he deemed 
advisable. The Senate amendment strikes out this general 
authority in the Secretary of the Treasury to make exceptions 
and provides that the Secretary of the Treasury may except 
any article from the requirement of marking but only if the 
article is incapable of being marked, or can not be marked 
without injury, or if the expense is economically prohibitive 
of importation, or if the marking of the immediate container 
will reasonably indicate the country of origin of the article. 
The amendment also restores the requirement of existing law 
that the marking shall be as nearly indelible and permanent 
as the nature of the article will permit. The House recedes 
with amendments providing that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may except an article from the marking requirements if '" he 
is satisfied that " the article is incapable of being marked, or 
can not be marked without injury, or except at an expem;e 
economically prohibitive, or that the marking of the immediate 
container 'Till reasonably indicate the country of origin of the 
article. 

On amendment No. 1115: The Senate amendment makes the 
penalties provided for violation of the marking provisions ap
plicable to the covering or obscuring of any mark with intent 
to conceal the information given thereby ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1116: The House bill retained the exist
ing law prohibiting the importation of certain obscene articles 
and articles of immoral use or tendency and extended the 
prohibition to cover books, papers, pamphlets, and other arti
cl.es containing any matter advocating or urging treason, in
surrection, or forcible resistance to any law of the United, 
States, or containing any threat to take the life of or inflict 
bodily harm upon the President of the United States. The 
·senate amendment strikes out the entire section of the House 
bill but restores 'the prohibitions against importation, except 
that the matter regarding treason or insurrection is specifically 
limited to treason or insurrection against the United States, 
and the prohibition against matter containing any threat to 
take the life of or inflict bodily harm upon the President of 
the United States is extended to cover such threats toward any 
person in the United States. In addition, the Senate amend
ment provide that the Secretary of the 'rreasury may, in his 
discretion, notwithstanding the prohibitions against importa
tion, admit the so-called classics or books of recognized and 
established literary or scientific merit, and that he may, in his 
discretion, admit such classics or books only when imported for 
noncomJVercial purposes. However, the Senate amendment 
specifically provides that the prohibited articles shall be held 
by the collector to await the action of the district court, and 
that no protest shall be taken to the United States Customs 
Court from the decision of the collector. Upon the seizure the 
collector is required to transmit information thereof to the 
district attorney of the proper district, who thereupon is to 
institute proceedjngs for the forfeitw·e, confiscation, and de
struction of the book or matter seized. In any such proceed
ings a trial by jury may be demanded, and the same right of 
.review is given as in ordinary actions or suits. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1117 : This amendment is discussed in 
connection with amendment No. 470; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1118: The House bill retained existing 
law prohibiting the importation of goods, wares, articles, and 
merchandise manufactured wholly or in part by convict labor. 
The Senate amendment extends the prohibition to goods, wares, 
articles, and merchandise " mined or produced " ; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1119: This amendment extends the pro
hibition against importation of convict-made goods, discussed 
under amendment No. 1118, to similar products of forced labor 
or indentured labor under penal sanctions ; and the House 
I'ecedes. 

On amendment No. 1120: This amendment postpones until 
January 1, 1932, the effective date of the provisions prohibiting 
the importation of goods, wares, articles, and merchandise 
mined, produced, or manufactured by forced labor or inden
tured labor under penal sanctions. The House recedes with 
an amendment providing that such provisions shall in no case 
be applicable to goods, wares, articles, or merchandise so 
mined, produced, or manufactured which are not mined, pro
duced, or manufactured in such quantities in the United States 

as to meet the ·con umptive demands of the ·united States. 
This will preYent the application of these provisions to articles 
such as rubber and tea, which are not produced in the United 
State , and articles as to which our domestic production does 
not sati fy our consumptive needs. 

On amendment No. 1121 : This amendment defines " forced 
labor," referred to in connection with amendments numbered 
1119 and 1l20, to mean work or service exacted under the men
ace of any penalty for it<s nonperformance and for which the 
worker does not offer himself voluntarily; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1122: This amendment makes a clerical 
change ; and the House recedes. 
· On amendment No. 1123: This amendment extends the privi
lege of temporary free importation under bond for exportation 
within a limited period to include articles imported by illus
trators and photograpbers for use solely as models in their own 
establishments, in illustrating catalogues, pamphlets, or adver
tising matter; and the_ House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1124: The House bill contains an addi
tion to existing law permitting refund of duties in the case of 
merchandise not conforming to sample or specification, if within 
10 days after release from customs custody the merchandise is 
returned to customs custody for exportation. The Senate 
amendment extends this period to 30 days ; and the Hou e 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1125. The House bill -provided that there 
shall be no allowance or drawback unless the completed article is 
exported (or shipped to the Philippine Islands) within five years 
after importation of the imported merchandise. The Senate 
amendment reduces this period to three years; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1126: This amendment empowers the Leg
islature of Porto Rico to impose duties upon coffee imported into 
Porto Rico, including coffee produced in a foreign country coming 
into Porto Rico from the United States. The duties, less the cost 
of collection, are to be covered into the treasury of Porto Rico, to 
be expended as required by law for the government and benefit 
thereof. The amendment also provides that the United States 
Customs and Postal Services shall assist the Porto Rican officials 
in the collection of such duties. The House recedes with amend
ments providing that the duties may be imposed upon coffee 
"grown" in a foreign country, instead of coffee "produced," 
in order that the authority will extend to coffee imported into 
the United States, processed, and then shipped to Porto Rico, 
and pro'\"iding that the duties shall be collected in the manner 
now provided by law in the case of duties collected in Porto 
Rico. 

On amendment No. 1127: This amendment authorizes the Sec
retary of the Treasury and the Postmaster General, with the 
advice and consent of the President, to enter into reciprocal 
agreements with foreign countries to provide for the entry free 
of duty in the respective countries of advertising matter sent to 
individual addresses. A specific exemption is made in the ca e 
of matter printed or produced in a foreign country advertising 
the sale of articles by persons carrying on business in the 
United States; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1136: This amendment directs the Tariff 
Commission to ascertain and report to Congress within eight 
months from the passage of the act the approximate average cost 
per barrel to oil refineries on the Atlantic seaboard over a 3-year 
period of domestic crude pertoleum and the present approximate 
cost per barrel of crude petroleum from Lake Maracaibo, Vene
zuela, delivered to the arne points ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1137 : This amendment makes a clerical 
change; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1).42, 1143, and 1144: The House bill 
retains the provisions of existing law with respect to appeals 
from the findings of the Tariff Commission in cnses involving 
unfair practices in the import trade. Such appeals may be 
taken to the United States Court of Customs and Patent Ap
peals upon que tions of law only, the findings of the commission 
as to the facts being conclusi'\"e if supported by evidence. The 
Senate amendments -provide in effect for an appeal from the 
findings of the commission on questions both of law and fact; 
and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1145: The House bill retains the provision 
of existing law which permits a review by the United States 
Supreme Court upon certiorari of a judgment of the United 
States Court of Custom. and Patent Appeals in cases involving 
unfair practices in .the import trade. The • enate amendment 
eliminates the provi ion relating to such review by the Su
PI'eme Court upon cel'tiorari, leaving the judgurent of the United 
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States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals final and not sub
ject to review; and the House recedes. 

On amenclment No. 1146: The Senate amendment provides that 
before any article is excluded from entry because of unfair 
practices in connection with its importation or sale the domestic 
manufactu"rer or producer who files a complaint with the com
mission, or whose rights are injured, shall furni h a bond to 
protect the pe1·son who suffer damages becau ·e of such ex
clusion in the event the complaint is determined to be un
founded. - Suits for recovery upon such bonds may be main
tained in di ·trict courts of the United State ; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On arnenclment No. 1147: The House bill pl'Ovides that the 
decision of the Pre ·ident as to the exclu ·ion from entry of any 
article under section 337 shall be conclusive. The Senate 
amendment eliminates this provision; .and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1148: The Hou e bill prondes that in 
cases where the Pre::;ident has rea on to believe that attempts 
are being made to enter articles in violation of ection 337 
but has not sufficient information to satisfy himself of the vio
lation, he may reque t the Secretary of the Treasury to forbid 
entry pending investigation, but that the Secretary may permit 
entry under bond. The Senate amendment provides that in all 
such ca es the articles shall be entitled to entry under bond ; 
and the Hou.1e recedes. 

On amendment No. 1149: The Senate amendment defines the 
term "United States" as u. ed in sections 337, 338, and 340 in 
order to make it clear that the benefits of such sections extend 
to Porto Rico ; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 1150: The Senate amendment re tores the 
definition of "foreign country" contained in existing law, for 
the purpo. e of clarity; and the House recede ... 

On amendment No. 1152: This amendment directs the Tariff 
Commission to convert the rates imposed by the present bill to 
rates based upon ".domestic value," defined by the amendment 
as the wholesale elling price in the United States of uch or 
similar imported me'l'chandi~e, or, if none uch, then an esti
mated value ha eel on the wholesale selling price in the United 
State of comparable merchandise, with necessary adjustments 
for differenc<:'s. The .action of the commis ·ion is to be based 
upon importations during the period from July 1, 1927, to June 
30, 1929, and the commission is directed to repo·rt back to Con
gres the re, ult of its work as soon a. practicable, but in no 
event later than January 1, 1932. The • 'ecretary of the Treas
ury and the f:;ecretary of Commerce are directed to furnish to 
the commi sion, upon request, any data or information in their 
respective department relating to the importation, entry, ap
praisement, and clas 'ification' of merchandise and the collection 
of dutie~ the'reon. The House recedes with an amendment ex
tending the time within which the commi. sion shall report 
until July 1, 1932. 

On amendment No. 1153: The Senate amendment establishes 
the office of consumers' counsel to represent the interests of 
the con uming public in proceedings before the Tariff Com
mi sion ; an<l the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1154: The Senate amendment makes it 
unlawful for any person to interfere with or influence any 
member or employee of the Tariff Commi sion in the execution 
of the functions of the commission, and impo e · a penalty for 
violations; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 1155: A similar amendment is discussed 
under amendment No. 1; and the Hou e recede. 

On amendment N'o. 1158: The House bill made the determina
tion of the apprai er that foreign or export value could not 
be ascertained final and conclusive, subject only to appeal to 
the Secretary of the Trea ury. The Senate amendment elim
inateR this provision. The House recedes with an amendment 
providing, in lieu of the provision prppo ed by the House, that 
the decision of the appraiser that foreign value, export value, 
or United States value can not be ascertained shall be subject 
to review in reappraisement proceedings; but in any ·such 
proceeding, an affidavit executed outside of the United States 
shall not be admitted in evidence if executed by any person 
who fails to permit a 1."'reasury attache to inspect his books, 
papers, record. , accounts, document , or corre pondence per
taining to the value or cla · •ifieation of the merclurndise; 

On amendment · Nos. 1159 and 1160: These amendments 
make clerical changes; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1161: "United States value" is defined 
in existing law a.· the freely offered wholesale price of "such 
or similar" merchandise, in the principal market of the United 
States, with deductions for duty, a commission (not to exceed 
6 per cent), or profit (not to exceed 8 per cent), and certain 
cost and expense . The House bill enlarged this definition 

so as to permit (in any case where a United States value as 
now defined could not be ascertained) an estimated value based 
upon the domestic whole ale selling price of a domestic or 
imported article comparable in construction or u ·e, with ap
propriate adjustments for differences between the imported 
article and the article used as a basis for the compari ·on. 
The Senate amendment restores the existing law; and the 
House recedes with an amendment changing the subdivision 
letter. 

on: amendments Nos. 1162 and 11G3: These amendments 
make clerical changes; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 11G4: This amendment extends the pro
vision of existing law, continued in the Hou e bill, authorizing 
overtime compen ation for certain customs officers and em
ployees assigned to duty in connection with lading or unlading 
at night or on Stmday or a holiday, to cu toms officer and 
employee as igned to duty at night or on Sunday or a holiday 
in connection with the entering or clearing of ve els or the 
i suing or recording of their marine document or other in
struments. The extra compensation is payable by the carrier 
in the same manner and upon the same term and conditions 
as now provided by law in the case of the officer· and em
ployees now entitled to receive extra compensation; and the 
House recedes. . 
· On amendment No. 1165: This amen-dment makes a clerical 
change ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1166: Thi · amendment provides that if 
articles named under Title II of the act, imported in railroad 
freight car:s from a contiguous foreign country, are subjected 
to inspection, all expense incident to the movement of the car 
to and from the place of inspection, unloading and reloading of 
the car, or expen e: otherwise made "nece snry by the inspec
tion, shall be paid by the Government, provided the in pection 
di closed no evidence of intention to evade the cu toms laws, 
or of a purpose to introduce artic:les the admission of which is 
punishable by law; and the Senate recede . 

On amendment No. 1167: Under existing law, the cost of 
equipment and repair parts or materials for, . and repairs upon, 
vessel· documented under the laws of · the United State , pur
chased or made in a foreign country, are dutiable unles the 
owner or master furnishes good and sufficient evidence that 
the vessel, while in the regular course of her voyage, wa com
pelled to put into a foreign port and purcha ·e ~uch equipment, 
parts, or materials, or make such repair , to ecure the afety 
of the vessel to enable her to reach her port of destination. 
The Hou e bill extended this provision so as to permit an ex
emption if the equipment or material was purcha ·ed or the 
expense of repair incurred to maintain the ve sel in a sea
worthy condition, or to repair damages suffered or to replace 
equipment damaged or worn out during the voyage, or to 
maintain such vessel in a sanitary and proper condition for 
the carriage of cargo or passenger . The Senate amendment re tores existing law except that the exemption may be "ranted 
only if the equipment or repairs are to secure the "safety and 
seaworthiness " of the ve sel to enable her to reach her port 
of de tination ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1168: The House bill authorized the 
Secretary of the Treasury to provide by regulation for such 
exceptions from or addition to the requirement as to ·the 
contents of the invoice as he might deem advi able. The Sen
ate amendment eliminates this provi ion; and the Hou e 
recedes with an amendment restoring the provi ion for mak
ing exceptions but striking out the authority to provide for 
additions. 

On amendment No. 1169: The House bill provide that in
voices for merchandise shipped to the United States from the 
Philippine Islands or ~my of its other posses ions may be cer
tified by the collector of customs or the per on acting a such, 
or by his deputy. The Senate amendment specifies the other 
possessions to which this provision is applicable, but omits 
Porto Rico, which i a customs collection district and i.· treated 
as part of the United States for tariff purpo es; and the House 
recedes. · 

On amendment No. 1170: The House bill provided that a 
per~on making entry on a duplicate bill of lading should be 
the sole consignee. The Senate amendment makes this pro
vi ion applicable with re~pect to a person making entry on a 
carrier's certificate. This was made necessary by the action 
of the Senate (amendment No. 1175) permitting entry on n 
carrier's certificate. The Hou e recedes, in accordance with 
the action of the conferees on amendment numbered 1175. 

On amendment No. 1172: This amendment makes a clerical 
change ; and the House recedes. 
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On amendment No. 1173: The House bill provides that the 

requirements as to production of the original bill of lading shall 
not apply in the case of an entry on a duplicate bill of ·lading. 
The Senate amendment extends the exception to entry on car
r,ier's certificate (see amendment No. 1175). The House recedes, 
in accordance with the action of the conferees on amendment 
numbered 1175. 

On amendment No. 1174: This amendment subjects to a 
· penalty of $50 any person making entry who fails to comply 
with the law requiring the attachment as a part of the entry 
or the inclusion therein of an accurate statement specifying, 
in terms of the official statistical enumeration, the kinds and 
quantit,ies of all merchandise imported and the value of the 
total quantity of each kind of article; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1175: The House bill retained the pro
visions of existing law relating to entry upon the original bill 
of lading but provided an alter,native method, permitting entry 
on a duplicate bill of lad,ing signed or certified to be genuine by 
the issuing carrier. The House bill further provided that no 
merchandise so entered should be released from customs custody 
except to such carrier but that the person so making entry 
~hould be liable for the payment of all additional and increased 
duties. The Senate amendment preserves in substance the 
House provision except that the duplicate bill of lading must be 
s,igned or certified by the carrier bringing the merchandise to 
the port at which entry is to be made, instead of the issuing 
carrier, and the provision making the person who makes entry 
liable for all additional and increased duties is omitted. The 
Senate amendment added a third method for making entry, 
namely,-by a person certified by the carrier to be the owner or 
consignee of the merchand,ise or an agent thereof. The Senate 
amendment further provides that merchandise shall be released 
from customs custody only to or upon the order of the carrier 
bringing the merchandise to the port at which entry is made, 
except that merchandise in a bonded warehouse shall be re
leased only to or upon the order of the warehouse proprietor ; 
and that if entry is upon an original bill of lading it shall be 
returned to the person making entry. The collector is reijeved 
of all liability in respect of the delivery of merchandise released 
from customs custody in accordance with the above provisions ; 
and if recovery should be had in any suit or proceeding against 
a collector in respect of release of merchandise, in the per
formance of his offic.ial duty, and if the court certifies that 
there was probable cause or that the collector acted under orders 
of the Secretary of the Treasury or other proper officer, no 
execution shall issue but the amount recovered shall be paid 
out of the Treasury. The House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1176 and 1177: Under existing law and 
the House bill a consignee is not liable for any additional or 
increa ed duties if he files the so-called owner's declaration. 
The Senate amendments provide in addition that the consignee 
shall not be l,iable for any other obligation or liability stipulated 
in any bond given at the time of entry if he files a supplemental 
bond of the owner conditioned that he will a ume the liability 
of the consignee under the latter's bond ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1178: Under the Hou e bill there could be 
no amendment of entry after the invoice or the merchandise 
comes under the observation of the appraiser, assistant ap
praiser, examiner, or examiner's clerk, or any person act,ing 
as . uch ; except that in the case of articles dutiable under 
paragraph 27 or 28 amendment of entry may be made at any 
time before the invoice or the merchandise comes under the 
observation of the appraiser. · The Senate amendment adopts 
existing law which permits amendment in any case at any time 
before the invoice or the merchandise has come under the ob
servat,ion of the appraiser; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1180: This amendment makes a clerical 
change ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1181: This amendment, which strikes out 
the requirement of notice of appraisement where the appraise
ment is made on a basis of value different from .the basis stated 
in the entry, and the exception subjecting the ordinary reap
praisement proceedings to the pro\isions relating to review of 
the appraiser's decision by the Secretary of the Treasury, was 
made necessary by the action of the Senate (amendment No. 
1158) giving finality to the apprai er's decision in certain cases. 
The House recedes, in accordance with the action of the con
ferees on amendment No. 1158. 

On amendment No. 1182: The House bill provides . that the 
judge of the United States Customs Court shall determine the 
dutiable value of the merchandise. 'The judge is guided by the 
same definition of value as the appraiser and to avoid confusion 
the Senate amendment strikes out the word " dutiable " ; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1183 : This amendment changes the desig~ 
nation "spedal agents" to "customs agents"; and the House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1184: The House bill required the ap
praiser to report the value of the merchandise within 120 days 
after entry bnt pro\ided that the Secretary of the Treasury 
might, upon application, grant such extension as he deemed 
nece sary. The Senate amendment strikes out this provision; 
and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1185 and 1186: These amendments 
make clerical changes which are necessary in connection with 
amendment No. 1184; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1187 and 1188: The House bill permits 
entry at a higher value because of advances by the appraiser 
in similar cases pending on request for review by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. These amendments, made neces ary by the 
action of the Senate (amendment No. 1158) relating to finality 
of the appraiser' decision, strike out the House provision ; and 
the House recedes, in accordance with the action of the con
ferees on amendment No. 1158. 

On amendment No. 1189 : The House bill permits liquidation 
in accordance with the final appraisement in the case of entry 
pending reappraisement if the action was taken in good faith, 
after due diligence on the part of the importer. The Senate 
amendment eliniinates the requirement of due diligence; and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1190: The House bill made the entered 
value the final appraised \alue in case of failure of the ap
prai er to make return within the period prescribed. The Sen
ate amendmenr, in conformity with the action of the Senate 
(amendment No. 1184) striking out the time limit on the ap
praiser's return, strlkes out the House provision; and the House 
recedes, in accordance with the action of the conferees on 
amendment No. 1184. 

On amendments Nos. 1191, 1192, and 1193: These amend
ments make clerical changes, necessary by reason of the Senate 
action (amendment No. 1184) striking out the time limit on 
the appraiser's return; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1194, 1195, 1196, and 1197: The House 
bill authorizes allowance in the estimation and liquidation of 
duties where the importer abandons to the United States, 
within 10 days after entry in case of merchandise not sent to 
the appraiser's stores, or within 10 days after release in the 
case of examination packages, any merchandise representing 5 
per cent or more of the total value of merchandise of the same 
class or kind entered in the invoice and, within the 10-day 
period, delivers the portion o abandoned to such place as the 
collector direct . The effect of the Senate amendments is to 
increase this period. to 30 days; and the House recedes. 

On amendm nt No. 1198: This amendment permits author
ized representatives of American labor organizations or asso
ciation , in respect of merchandise in the manufacture or pro
duction of which members of such organizations or associa
tion take part, to complain, appeal, or protest in respect of 
the -appraisement or classification of merchandise in the same 
manner as American manufacturers, producers, and whole
salers; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1199: This amendment transfers all func
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury with respect to the 
appointment and fixing of the compensation of clerks and other 
employees of the United States Customs Court, and with respect 
to the official records, papers, office equipment, and other 
property of such court, to the Attorney General, and transfers 
to the Department of Justiee all unexpended amounts allotted 
for the expenses of operation of the United States Customs 
Court from• any appropriation for collecting the revenue from 
cu. toms : and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1200: The effect of this amendment is 
to exclude the time during which a protest is pending from 
the computation of the 2-year period within which reliquida
tion may be had on account of fraud ; and the Hou e recedes. 

On amE'Ddment No. 1201: The House bill authorized the detail 
to the District of Columbia from the field force of the Customs 
Service of not to exceed eight persons in connection with the 
enforcement of the act. The Senate amendment increases the 
number to 10; and the House recedes. 

On amendments Nos. 1202 and 1203: These amendments 
make clerical changes; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1204. Under existing law and the House 
bill the importation of merchandise bearing an American trade
mark owned by a citizen or corporation of the United States 
and registered by a person domiciled in the United States is 
prohibited unless written consent of the owner of the trade
mark is produced at the time of making entry. The Senate 
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amendment -eliminates ·· the provision relating to · the · consent~ 
of the owner, the effect-of which ·is to absolutely prohibit the 
importation ·of such merchandise; and the Senate recede. ·~ · · 

On amendment No. 1205: This amendment prohibits ··the im
portation of merchandise of foreign manufacture if the mer
chandi e, or the package in which it is inclosed, bear a notice 
of patent under the laws of the United States; and the Senate 
recedes . . 

On amendments Nos. 1206 and 1207: These amendments make 
clerical changes ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments No . 1208 and 1209·: These amendmenh!. make 
it certain that the injunction proceedings contained in the pres
ent law and. the Hou e. bill for violati()n of the prohibition 
against importation of merchandise bearing an American trade
mark shall not be extended to the case of merchandise bearing 
American patent notice (see amendment No. 1205) ; and the 
Senate recedes, in conformity with the action of the conferees 
on amendments Nos. 1204 and 1205. 

On amendment No. 1210: The House .bill a ded a new pro
vi ·ion prohibiting the im]_)Ortation of wild mammals or birds, 
or parts or products thereof, from any country having restric
tive laws or regulations in respect of the taking, killing, pos
ses ion, or exportation to the United .States of any such wild 
mammal or bird , or the exportation to the United States of 
any part or product thereof, unless accompanied by the certifica
tion of the American consul for the district in which is located 
the port or place from which the mammal or bird was exported 
from uch country, that such articles have not been acquired 
or exported in violation of the laws or regulations of the coun
try from which they come. Exceptions are made in the case 
of prohibited importation , articles imported for scientific or 
educational purpose , and migratory game bird taken during 
the open sea on by bona fide sportsmen. The Senate amend
ment strike out the Hou. e provision (see discussion under 
amendment No. 1211) ; and the Senate recede>:. 
· On amendment No. 1211: This amendment restores in sub· 
stance the language of the House bill stricken out by Senate 
action in amendment No. 1210 (with certain changes in phrase
ology), except that the matter restored refer· to laws of a 
foreign country restricting exportation generally and does not 
specify exportation to the United States. Since it is clear that 
a general re triction on exportation would include exportation 
to the United States, the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1212: Under exi ting law and the House 
bill merchandise may be entered, under Treasury regulations, 
at the port of arrival, for transportation in bond without ap
prai ement to any other designated port, there to be entered 
in accordance with the provisions relating to entry generally. 
The Senate amendment strikes out this provision and provides 
for the transportation in bond, by a bonded carrier, without 
entry or appraisement, to the designated port, and specifically 
declares that no entry paper, manife 't, or other similar docu
ment .,hall be required to be filed by the importer or consignee 
in connection with such transportation ; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendments No .. 1213, 1215, 1216, 1218, 1219, 1222, and 
1224: The ·warehou e period for all merchandLe is fixed in the 
:Hou e bill and existing law at three years. The effect of these 
amendments i to reduce the period for which grain may be 
stored in bonded warehouses from 3 years to 10 months. All 
the legal consequence~ re ulting during or after the 3-year 
period in the case of other merchandise will, in. the case of 
grain under the Senate amendments, result durmg or after, 
re pe~tively, the 10-month period; and the House recedes. 
. On amendments Nos. 1214, 1217, and 1220: An amendment 

similar to these amendments is discus e~ under amend~ent 
No. 1 · and the Honse recedes. 
· On' amendinent No. 1221: The House bill limits the time 

within which "loss, theft, injury, or destruction" of merchan· 
dise in bonded warehou e must occur in order that there may 
be abatement or refund of duties in respect thereof. There is 
no provision in the bill for abatement or refund in ca ·e of loss 
or theft in bonded warehouse, and this amendment clarifies the 
language of the Hou e provi ion accordingly by striking out the 
words " lo s " and " theft " ; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 1223: The House bill provided that no 
abatement oi· refund . hall be made in respect o{ the injury or 
destruction of merchandise in bonded warehou e occun-ing after 
the expiration of three years f.rom the date of importation, or in 
any case after the expiration of 24 hours after issuance of a 
permit for removal. The Senate amendment strikes out . the 
latter limitation; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1225: Under existing law if any mer
chandise is found on board of or after having been unladen from 
any ves el or vehicle, which is not included o.r described in the 
manifest or does not agree therewith, the master of the vessel 

or the per on • in · charge of t.l.Je vehicle is liable to a penalty 
equal to the value of the merchandi e- so found or unladen. The 
House bill extended this ·UabUity to the owner of the ve. sel or 
vehicle. The Senate amendment strikes out the provision im
po~ing t.l.Je penalty upon the owner; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1226: Under existing law if any nier
chandise de cribed in the manife t is not found on board the 
vessel or vehicle the ma.:'ier or other person in charge is subject 
to a penalty of $500. The House bill extended this liability to 
the owner of tbe ve~ el or vehicle. The Senate amendment 
strikes out the provision imposing the penalty upon the owner;' 
and the Senate recede . 
· On amendment No. 1227: Under existing law (sec. 594, tariff 
act of 1922) a,nd the Hou e bill ( ec. 594) a common-carrier 
ve · ·el i not liable to seizure or forfeiture to recover penalties 
for violation o'f the customs law· unles it appears that the 
owner or master of the ve sel wa at the time of the alleged 
illegal act a· consenting party or privy thereto. The Hou e bill 
provided 'that where the merchandi e found on board or after 
being unladen, unmanifested, is smoking opium, the penalty of 
$25 p(:'r ounc-e· for which the rna ·ter or owner ·iS liable shall 
constitute a lien upon the ve .. el ·which may be enforced by a 
libel in rem, notwithstanding the aboye provision a to common 
carrier . The Senate amendment make an exception and pro
vides that the master or owner of a common-cari·ier vessel shall 
not be liable to the penalty, and the ve sel not held subject to 
the lien, if it appear to the satisfaction of the court that 
neither the master nor any of the officer nor the owner knew, 
and could not, by the exerci e of the highest degree of care and 
diligence, have known, that the opium was on board; and the 
Hou e recedes. · 

On amendment No. 1228: Thi . amendment provide that for 
the purpo es of the act moking opium and other narcotic drags 
not posseSsed by a person registered and lawfully authorized -
to po sess the same shall be considered excisable merchandise 
upon which the duties have not been paid, or which has been 
brought into the United States contrary to law; and the Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1229: This amendment makes a clerical 
change; and the House recedes. . 

On amendment No . 1230 and 1231: The effect of these 
amendment, i to authorize t.l.Je court, in forfeiture proceeding 
under the cu tom laws, upon request of the Secretary of the 
Trea ·ury to provide in its decree for the delivery to the Secre
tary of the Treasury of the vessel, vehicle, merchandi e, or 
baggage· forfeited, for ale by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
any customs dil trict in which the sale thereof may be -per-
mitted ; and the House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 1232: This amendment make a cletic.al 
change; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No . · 1233 and 1234: These amendments 
change the designation " special agent" to "cu toms agent " ; 
and the House recede ·. 
· On amendment No. 1235 : The House bill make a permanent 
and indefinite appropriation for the payment . of awards of 
compensation to informers. The Senate amendment strike 
out this provision and restores eJ..isting law, which provides 
that such awards shall be paid from moneys appropriated f.or 
that purpose, requiring e timates jn advance and specific ap
propriation. The House recede with an amendment provid
ing that such awards shall be paid from any appropriation 
availnble for the collection of th~ revenue from customs. 

On amendment No. 1236: The House bill authorizes the Sec
retary of the Treasury by regulations to require the production 
of landing certificate in thfr case of merchandi e exported from. 
the United States. The Senate amendment extend· this au
thority to cargo destined to ports in the United States other 
than the port of entry at which the vessel first arrived: and 
the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1237: The 1922 act, in addition to the 
specific powers fOnferred by the act, authorized the Secretary 
of the Trea ury to make such rules and regulation as " may be 
necessary " to carry out the provisions of the act. Under the 
regulation ection of the Hou e bill the Secretary wa author
ized to make such rules and regulations as " he may deem neces
sary.'' Tbe Senate amendment restores the language of the 
existing law ; and the House recedes. 

On an1endment No. 1238: Under the House bill the authority 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to make general regulations 
to carry out the act was extended to include regulations " to 
protect the customs revenue." The Senate amendment elimi
nates this provision ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1239: Under existing law the Secretary 
of the Treasury may revoke the license of a cu tomhouse 
broker subject to a statutory review of the Secretary' decision 
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by the United States district court. The House bill authorized 
the Secretary of the Treasw·y to provide for suspension or 
revocation but gave no statutory court review. The Senate 
amendment permits the broker . to obtain a review of the 
Secretary's decision as to revocation or suspension in the United 
States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals; and the House 
recedes with an amendment providing that the review shall 
be by the United States Cust.oms Cowt. · 

On .amendment No. 1240: The House bill requests the Presi
dent to make a survey, by such agency or agencies as he may 
designate or appoint, of bases of valuation for as essment of 
duties, particularly with a view to determining the extent to 
which values in the United States may properly be used as a 

_basis, . and to submit a report to Congress with such recom
mendations for legislation as he deems advisable, including 
such formulre as he may propose for adjusting the rates of 
duty imposed by this act to conform to any change in basis he 
may recommend. The Senate amendment directs the Taliff 
Collll)1ission to make the investigation and broadens its scope, 
requiring a detailed consideration of existing customs · practice, 
specific difficulties met with, and the indicated remedies. In 
addition, the Treasury Department is requested to make a com
plete investigation of undervaluation under the tariff act of 
1922. The Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1241: The House bill authorized the 
Secretary of the Treasury, pursuant to the air commerce act 
of 1926, to provide by regulations for the application to civil 
air navigation of any of the provisions of the act or regulation · 
promulgated thereunder relating to customs administration. 
The Senate amendment extends this provision to include author
ity in the Secretary of Commerce to provide in like manner 
for the application of the provisions or regulations relating 
to the entry and clearance of vessels ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1242: The House bill amended the cus
toms reorganization act of March 4, 1923, so as .to authorize 
the payment of the travel and subsistence expenses of the 
families of customs officers and employees on official transfers 
in foreign countries, and the expense of transporting the re
mains of customs officers and employees who die while in, or 
in transit to, foreign countries in the discharge of official duty, 
to this country for interment, and the ordinary and necessary 
expenses of such interment The Senate amendment (a) re
phrases and_ clarifies this provision without reenacting the 
provisions of the 1923 act, so as to avoid any possible doubt 
of the application of the subsistence expense .act of 1926, which 
has super eded the 1923 act in some re pects. The Senate 
amendment (b) also removes the limitation on the amount of 
household effects and personal property for the transfer of 
which allowance may be made on official transfers of customs 
officers and employees. Under existing law no allowance may 
be credited for travel or shipping expense incurred on a foreign 
ship by a customs officer or employee except upon _ proof satis
factory to the Comptroller General of the nece ·sity of incurring 
uch expense . The Senate amendment (c) requires the credit

ing of allowances in uch cases if the Secretary of the Treasury 
certifies to the Comptroller General that transportation on 

, such foreign ship was necessary to protect the revenue. The 
House recedes. . 

On amendment No. 1243: Section 195 of the Judicial Code 
proYides that final decisions of the Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals, in cases appealed from the Customs Court, 
may be reviewed by the Supreme Court upon application by 
either party, in any case in which -a con ·titu~ional or treaty 
que. tion is involved, or in any other case If the Attorney 
General files a certificate to the effect that the case is of such 
importance as to render expedient its review by the Supreme 
CoUl't. The Senate amendment repeals thi · limitation, the 
effect of such repeal being to permit either party to apply in 
his own di~cretion; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1244: The effect of this amendment i to 
make uncertified checks, United State notes, and national 
bank notes receivable in payment of customs duties; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1245: This amendment provides that 
"customs attaches " hall hereafter be known as "Treasury 
attaches " ; and the House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1246: This amendment authorizes the ap. 
pointment of an additional deputy commissioner of customs; 
and· the House recedes. . 

On amendments Nos. 1247, 1249, 1250, and 1251: These make 
changes in section numbers ; and the House recede . 
· On amendment No. 1248: The House bill repealed the provi-
sions of existing law requiring that importation packages of 
cigars shall contain not less than 3,000. The Senate amend-

ment strikes out this repealing provision ; and the Senate re
cedes. 

On amendment No. 1252: This amendment changes the year 
specified in the sho.rt title from " 1929 " to 14 1930 " ; and the 
House recedes. · 

On amendment No. 1253: The ·Senate amendment proTide for 
the suspen ion by the President of the duties upon imported 
articles whenever the United States Customs Court finds tllat 
full conditions of unrestrained competition among domestic pro
ducers and distributors of such articles do not prevail. · Com
plaints may be filed in such court by any citizen of the United 
States or by the consumer's counsel (see amendment No. 
1153) alleging that such conditions of competition do not preTail 
with respect to the production, distribution, or sale of any duti
able articles. Upon the filing of any such complaint the court 

·causes notice to be given by publication through the Treasury 
Decisions and Commerce Reports that it will hold a hearing on 
a specified date when releYant testimo:Q.y and argument may · be 
offered. Following the hearing the court reports its findings to 
the President. If the findings show that such conditions ·of 
competition do not prevail the President is required to issue a 
proclamation within one month suspending the duties upon the 
articles in question. The suspension continue until it is e tab
lished before the comt, and the court finds, that such full con
ditions of competition have been restored. The court is gi\en 
power to make reasonable rules and regulations goyerning its 
procedure. The Senate recedes. 

W. C. lli WLEY, 
ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
IsAAC BACHARACH, 

Managers on th-e pmi of tlle House. 

[H. Rept. No. 1893] 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the following numbered amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide reYenue, to regulate 
commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of 
the United States, to protect American labor, and for other pur
po es, namely : Amendments numbered 40, 41, 42, 43, 48, 49, 65, 66, 
67, 364, 371, 374, 375, 377, 379, 380, 381, 383, 385, 3 6, 387, 885, 
893, . 95, 896,897,898,899,901,902,903, 904,905,906, 907,908, 909, 
910, 911, 913, 914, 915, 916, 917, 919 920, 921, 922, 923, 925, 926, 
927, 928, 929, 930, 931, 932, 933, 934, 935, 936, 937, 940, 942, 945, 
946, 947, 948, 950, 951, 952, 953, 954, 955, 956, 957, ~58, 959, 960, 
.961, 962,_ 963, 964, 965, 966, 969, 970, 971, 972, 973, 974, 975, 976, 
977, 978, 979, 980, 981, 982, 983, 984, 985, 987, 989, 992, 993, 995, 
997, 99~ 1002, 1003, 1004, 1006, 1008, 1009, 1010, 1012, 1013, 1014, 
1015, 1016, 1017, 1018, 1019, 1020, 1021, 1022, 1023, 1024, 1025, 
1026, 1027, 1028, 1029, 1031, 1032, 1033, 1034, 1036, 1037, 1038, 
1039, 1040, 1041, 1046, 1047, 1048, 1049, 1050, 1051, 1052, 1053, 
.1055, 1057, 1058, 1059, 1060, 1061, 1062, 1063, 1064, 1066, 1067, 
1068, 1070, 1071, 1072, 1074, 1075, 1076, 1077, 1078, 1079, 1080, 
1081, 1082, 1085, 1086, 1087, 1089, 1090, 1091, 1093, 1094, 1095, 
1096, 1098, 1099, 1102, 1103, 1104, ·1105, 1109, 1111, 1112, 1128, 
1129, 1130, 1131, 1132, 1133, 1134, 1135, 113 ' 1139, 1140, 1141, 
1151, 1156, 1157, 1171, and 1179, having met, after full and- free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 364, 
885, 893, 903, 904, 1004, 1006, 1095, 1128, 1134. 1138, 1139, 1141, 
and 1156. 

That the Hou e recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 40, 41, 42, 43, 4 , 49, 65, 66, 67, 
374, 375, 377, 379, 380, 381, 383, 385, 386, 387, 895, 896, 897, 898, 
899, 901, 902, 905, 906, 907, 908, 909, 910, 911, 913, 914, 915, 916, 
m~m~~~9n~~~~~.9~~~~&9~oo~~.oo~ 
933, 934, 935, 936, 937, 940, 942, 945, 946, 947, 948, 950, 951, 952, 
953, 954, 955, 956, 957, 958, 959, 960, 961, 962, 963, 964, 965, 966, 
1091, 1093, 1129, 1132, and 1133, and agree to the same. . 

.Amendment numbered 371: That .the Hou e recede from 1ts 
disaO'I'eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 371, 
and ~gree to the arne with an amendment a · follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" p .AR. 401. Timber hewn, sided, or squared, otherwise than 
by sawing, and round timber used for spar or in building 
wharves; awed lumber and timber not specially provided for; 
all the foregoing, if of fir, spruce, pine, hemlock, or larch, $1 per 
thousand feet, board measure, and in estimating board measure 
for the pm·poses of this paragraph no deduction shall be made 
on account of planing, tonguing, anu grooving: Prot·iaea, That 
there shall be exempted from such duty boards, planks and deals 
of fir, spruce, pine, hemloek or larch, in the rough or not fur-
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ther manufactm·ed than planed or dressed on one s1de, when 
imported from a country ~ contiguous to the Continental United 
States, which country admit free of duty similar lumber im
ported from the United States." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 969: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 969, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1709 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 970: That the House recede from its 
disag eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 970, 
and agree to the ·arne with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1710"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 971 : That the House recede f1·om its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 971, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted. by the Senate amendment 
insert "1711"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 972 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 972, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1712 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 973 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 973, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1713"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 974: That the House recede from its 
disagTeement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 974, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as fqllow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ·ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1714"; and the Senate agree to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 975: That the House receQ.e from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 975, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "1715"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 976: That the Hou. e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 976, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "1716 "; and the Senate agree to the S<rme. · 

Amendment numbered 977: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 977, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1717"; and the Senate agree to the ·arne. 

Amendment number~d 978: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 978, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1718"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 979: That the House recede from its 
disag1·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 979, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1719" ;· and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9 0: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 980, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1720"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 981: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 981, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "1721"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 982: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 982, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "1722 '; and the Senate agree to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 9 3 : That the Honse recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 983, 
and a o-ree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
inse1·t the following: 

" pAR, 1723. Muzzle-loading muskets, shotguns, rifles, and 
part thereof." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbei'ed 984: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate number:ed 984, 
and agree to. the same witb an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter _propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1724 " ; and tl;le Senate agree to the ·arne. 

Amendment numbered 985: That the House recede from its 
disagreement- to the amendment of the Senate numbered 985, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1725 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 987: That the Hou e recede from its 
di ·agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 987, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1726 " ; and the Senate agree to the ·arne. 

Amendment numbered 989 : That the llou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 989, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1727 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 992: That the Hou ·e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 992, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment a follow- : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1728. Nux vomica, gentian, sarsaparilla root, bella
donna, henbane, stramonium, and ergot"; and the Senate agTee 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 993 : That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 993, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follow : In -lieu. 
of the matter propo ·ed to be inserted by the Seriate amendment 
insert "1729 " ; and the Renate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 995: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of tile Senate numbered 995, 
and agree. to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1730 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 997 : That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 997, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1731 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbeTed 999 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 999, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : Iu lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1732 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1002: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1002, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a · follow : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1733 " ; and the Senate agree to the ,:arne. 

Amendment numbered 1003 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1003, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a. follow : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1734 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1008 : That the Hous-e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1008, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter propo e.d to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert " 1735 " ; and the Senate agree to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 1009: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1009, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : Ip. lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1736 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment number-ed 1010: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate number d 1010, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a:s follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1737 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1012: That the Hou e recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1012, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment a follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be in erted by the enate amendment 
in ert " 1738" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1013: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1013, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follows: Xn lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1739 " ; and the Senate agree to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 1014: That the Hou. e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1014, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the n1atter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1740"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1015 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1015, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1741"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1016: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1016, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a ~ follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in~ert "1742"; and the Senate agree to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 1017: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1017, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "1743"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1()18: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amellilment of the Senate numbered 1018, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1744"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1019: That the House ·recede from its 
.disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1019, 
and agt·ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1745"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1020: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1020, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted bY the Senate amendment 
insert "1746"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1021: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1021, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "'1747 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1022: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1022, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follm"t'S: In lieu of 
the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1748 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amenument numbered 1023: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the ·senate numbered 1023, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1749"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1024: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1024, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert " 1750 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1.025: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1025, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be -inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1751 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1026: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1026, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1752"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1027: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1027, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter propo ·ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1753 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1028 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1028 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1754"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1029: That the Honse recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1029, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in. ert "1755"; and the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 1031 : Thn t the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1031 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of t11e matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1756. Sea herring, smelts, and " ; and the Senate agree 
to the arne. 

Amendment numbered 1032 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1032, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1757. Cowpeas not specially provided for, and sugar " ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1033: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1033, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1758"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1034: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1034, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1759 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1036: That the House recede from its 
disagt·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1036, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1761 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1037: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1037. 
and ag1·ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1762" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1038~ That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1038, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1763"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1039: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1039, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert " 1764 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1040: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1040, 
and agree to the same with an ame-ndment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert " 1765 " · and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1041 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1041, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert "1766"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1046 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1046, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert " 1767 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1047: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1047, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be · inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert the following : 

" PAR. 1768. Spices and spice seeds : 
" ( 1) Cassia, cassia buds, and cassia vera ; cloves ; clove 

stems; cinnamon and cinnamon chips ; ginger root, not preserved 
or candied; mace; nutmegs; black or white pepper; and 
pimento (allspice) ; all the foregoing, if unground. 

"(2) Anise; caraway; cardamom; co1iander; cummin; and 
fennel." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment nw:i:lbered 1048 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1048, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend
ment insert "1769"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1049: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1049, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1770" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1050: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1050, 

. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1771"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1051 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1051, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1772"; and tbe Senate ag.ree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 1052: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1052, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1773 ~· ; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1053 : That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1053, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the. matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1774"; and the . Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1055. That the House recede from .its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1055, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1775 ~·; and the Senate agree to the arne. . 

Amendment numbered .1057 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of . the Senate numbered 1057, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted. by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1776 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1058: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1058, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lie.u 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1777"; .and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered .1059: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1059,· 
and· agree to the. same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter. proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1778"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1060: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1060,_ 
and agree to th~ same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1779"; and the Senate agree· to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1061 : That the House recede from its. 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1061, 
arid agree to the same with an amendment as follows: .In lieu 
of the matter propo. ed to be insei·ted by the Senate amend
ment ins€rt " 1780 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered.1062: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1062, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1781 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment ntimbered 1063 : That the House recede from its 
disagr~ement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1063, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1782 " ; and the Senate agree· to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1064: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1064, 
and agree to the same with .an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1783. (a) Impure tea, tea waste, -and tea siftings and 
sweepings, for manufacturing purposes in bond, pursuant to 
the provisions of the· act entitled 'An act to prevent the iin
portation of Impure and unwholesome t~,' approved March 2, 
1897, and acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto. 

"(b) Tea." . · 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 1066 : That the House recede from. its 

di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1066, 
and agree to the same. with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the mattei.· proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1784"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1067: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1067, 
and agr,ee to. the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1785 '.'; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1068 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to ~e amendment of the Senate numbered 1068, 
and agree tq the same with an amendment as follows: In li~u 
of the rp.atter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1786"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1070: That the House .recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senat~ numbered 1070, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
ins~rt "1787"; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1071 : That the House recede from its 
disao-reement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1071, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

of the. matter proposed to be inserted ·by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : · 1 

" P A.B. 1788. · TrifHes, fresh, or dried o~ otherwise prepared or 
preserved." 

And the Senate . agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 1072 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1072, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1789 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment number.ed ·1074: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1074, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed tQ be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1790 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Am~ndment numbered 1075: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1075, 
and agree t9 the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1791 "; and the Senate a e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1076: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1076, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of tb.e matter propos~ to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1792" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment nuri.lbered 1077: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1077 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1793 "; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1078: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1078 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1794 "; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1079: -That the House recede from its 
· disagr·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1079 
and agree tO the same with an amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ed " 1795 " ; and the Senate agree to the sam~. 

Amendment numbered 1080: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10 0, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1796."; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1081: . That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1081, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1797 ." ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1082: That the House recede from -its 
disagreement to the arne?dment of the Senate numbered 1082, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1798"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10 5: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1085 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert "17fl9"; and the Senate ao-ree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1086: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1086 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow;:: : In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1800" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1087: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1087, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert" 1801"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1089: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1089, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1802 " and the Senate a.gree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1090: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1090, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of .the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1803 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1094: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1094, 
and ag1·ee to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
inse1t " 1804 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 1096: That the Hou e recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1096, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1805 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. -

Amendment numbered 1098: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1098, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1806"; and the Senate agree to the same_ 

Amendment numbered 1099: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1099, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1..807"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1102: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1102, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1808 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1103 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1103, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1809"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1104: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1104, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1810 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1105 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1811 " 1 and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1109: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1109, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

" P .A&. 1812. Go be lin tapestries used as wall hangings." 
And the Senate agree to ·the same. 
Amendment numbered 1111 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1111, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert "1813"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1112: TlJ.at the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1112, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert " 1814 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered· 1130: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1130, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert a comma and the following: " but in no event for longer 
than 90 days after the effective date of this act"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1131: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1131, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert: "No per on hall be eligible for appointment as a com
missioner unle s he is a citizen of the United States, and, in the 
judgment of the Pre ident, is po essed of qualifications requi
site for developing expert knowledge of tariff problems and 
efficiency in administering the provisions of Part II of this title. 
Not more than three of the commissioners shall be members of 
the .. arne political party, and in making appointments members 
of -different political partie shall be appointed alternately as 
nearly a may be practicable" and a period; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1135: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1135, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
in ert "$11,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1140: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1140, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be in erted by the Senate amendment 
insert the follm¥in a : 

"SEC. 336. Equalization of costs of productit>n : (a) Change 
of classification or duties.-In order to put into force and effect 

LXXII-677 

the policy of Congress by this act intended, the commission (1) 
upon request of the President, or (2) upon resolution of either 
or both Houses of Congress; or (3) upon its own motion, or (4) 
when in the judgment of the commission there is good and suf
ficient reason therefor, upon application of any interested party, 
shall investigate the differences in the costs of production of any 
domestic article and of any like or similar foreign article. In 
the course of the investigation the commi sion shall hold hear· 
ings and give reasonable public notice thereof, and shall afford 
reasonable opportunity for parties intere ted to be present, to 
produce er-idence, and to be heard at such hearings. The com
mission · is authorized to adopt such reasonable procedure and 
rules and regulations as it deems necessary to execute its func
tions under this section. The commi sion shall report to the 
President the results of the investigation and its findings with 
respect to such differences in costs of production. If the com
mission finds it shown by the investigatiun that the dutieN ex
pressly fixed by statute do not equalize the differences in the 
co ts of production of the clomestic article and the like or simi
lar foreign article when produced in the principal competing 
country, the commission shall specify in its report such increases 
or decreases in rates of duty expressly fixed by statute (includ
ing any necessary change in classification) as it finds shown by 
the investigation to be necessary to equalize such difference . 
In no case shall the total increase or decrease of such rates of 
duty exceed 50 per cent of the rates expressly fixed by statute. 

" (b) Change to American selling price : If the commi ·sion 
finds upon any such inve tigation that such differences can not 
be equalized by proceeding as hereinbefore provided, it hall so 
state in its report to the President and hall "·pecify thereJ.n 
such ad valorem rates of duty based upon the American elling 
price (as defined in section 402 (g)) of the domestic article, as 
it finds shown by the inve~tigation to be necessary to equalize 
such differences. In no case shall the total decrease of uch 
rates of duty exceed 50 per cent of the rates expressly fix~d 
by statute, and no such rate shall be increased. 

"(c) ProClamation by the President : The President shall by 
proclamation approve the rates of duty and changes in classifi
cation and in basis of value specified in any report of the com
mission under this section, if in his judgment such rates of 
duty and changes are shown by such investigation of the com
mission to be necessary to equalize such differences in costs of 
production. 

,"(d) Effective date of rates and changes: Commencing 30 
days after the date of any presidential proclamation of ap
proval the increased or decreased rates of duty and changes in 
classification or in basis of value specified in the report of tlie 
commission shall take effect. 

" (e) Ascertainment of differences in costs of production: In 
ascertaining under this section the differences in co ts of produc
tion, the commission shall take into con ideration, in so far as it 
finds it praCticable: 

"(1) In the case of a domestic article: (A) The cost of 
production as hereinafter in this section defined; (B) trans
portation costs and other costs incident to delivery to the prin
cipal market or markets of the United States for the article; 
and (C) other relevant fac tors that constitute an advantage or 
disadvantage in competition. 

" ( 2) In the case of a foreign article : (A) The cost of 1wo-· 
duction as hereinafter in this section defined, or, if the commis
sion finds that such cost iJ not readily ascertainable, the com
mission may accept as evidence thereof, ·or a supplemental 
the1~eto, the weighted average of the invoice prices or value for 
a representative period and/or the average whole ale selling 
price for a representative period (which price shall be that at 
which the article is freely offered for sale to all purcha er~ in 
the principal market or markets of the principal competing 
country or countries in the ordinary course of trade and in the 
usual wholesale quantities in such market or markets); (B) 
transportation costs and other costs incident to delivery to the 
principal market or markets of the United State for the 
article; (0) other relevant factors that constitute an advan
tage or disadvantage in competition, including advantages 
granted to the foreign producers by a government, person, 
partnership, corporation, or association in a foreign country. 

"(f) Modification of changes in duty: Any increased or de
creased rate of duty or change in classification or in basi' of 
value which has taken effect as above provided may be modified 
or terminated in the same manner and subject to the same con
ditions and limitations (including time of taking effect) as is 
pror-ided in this section in the case of original increases, de
creases, or changes. 

"(g) Prohibition against transfers from the free list to the 
dutiable list or from the dutiable li~t to the free list : Nothing 
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in this ·ectiou shall be construed to authoriZe a transfer of 
an article from the dutiable list to the free list 'or from the 
f ree list to the dutiable list, nor a change in form of duty. 
'Wl1enever it is provided in any paragraph of Title I .of this act, 
or in any amendatory act, that the duty or duties shall not 
excceu a specified ad valorem rate upon the artides provided 
for in . uch paragraph, no rate determined under the provisions of 
Uli ection upon such articles shall exceeu the maximum ad 
valorem rate so pecified. 

"(h) Definition : For the purpose of thi.~ section-
" (1) The term ' dome. t ic article' means an article wholly or 

in part the growth or product of the United States; and the 
term ' foreign article ' means an article wholly or in part the 
growth or product of a foreign country. 

"(2) The term ' United State ~ ' includes the several States 
and Territorie · and the District of Columbia. 

" 3) The term 'foreign country ' means any empire, country, 
dominion, colony, or protectorate, or any subdivi.~:~ion or subdi
vi iollB thereof (other than the United State and its pos
sr..·sions). 

" ( 4) The term 'co t of prouuction,' when applied with re
spect to either a dome tic article or a foreign article, includes, 
for a period which is repre entatitre of conditions in produc
tion of the article : (A) The price or cost of materials, labor 
cost , aml other direct charge incurred in the production of the 
article and in the proces es or methods employed in its produc
tion ; (B) the u ·ual general expen , , including charges for 
ue11reciation or depletion which are representative of the equip
ment and property employed in the production of the article and 
<'barge. for r nt or interest which are representative of the 
co t of obtaining capital or instruments of production ; and (C) 
tbe co 't of containers and coverings of whatever nature, and 
other co ts, charge , and expenses incident to placing the article 
in condition packed ready for delivery. 

"(i) Rule and regulation of Pre ident: ·The Pre !dent is 
authorized to make all needful rules anu regulation for carry
ing out his functions under the provisions of this . ection. 

"(j) Rule and regulations of Secretary of Trea ury.-The 
Secretary of t he Treaslll'Y is authorized to make such rule and 
regulation. a he may deem neces ary for the entry and decla
ration of foreign articles of the cia or kiiid of articles with 
re ·pect to which a change in basi · of value bas been made 
unuer the provi ion of ubuivision (b) of thi section, and for 
the form of invoice 1·equired at time of entry. 

" (k) Inve·tigation · prior to enactment of act.-All uncom
pleted inve tigation in tituted prior to the appro-ral of this act 
under the provi ion of section 315 of the tariff act of 1922, 
including inve::;tigatious in which the President has not pro
claimed change in cla~·. ification or in basis of Yalue or increa. es 
or decrease in rates of duty, llall be dismissed without preju
dice; but the information and evidence ·ecured by the commi -
sion in any uch inYestigation may be given due con ·ideration 
in any investigation in tituted unuer the provisions of this 
ection." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendmerit numbered 1151 : That the Hou e recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115l, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 

• insert the following: 
"SEC. 339. Effect of reenactment of existing law: Notwith

standing the repeal by ection 651 of the laws relating to the 
United States Tariff Commission and their reenactment in sec
tions 330 to 338, inclusive, with modification , the unexpended 
balance of appropriations available for the co1D1Ilission at the 
time this section take effect shall remain available for the com
mission in the admini ·tration of its functions under this act; 
and such repeal and reenactment shall not operate to change the 
status of the officers and employees under the juri. diction of the 
commission at the time this section takes effect. No inve tiga
tion or other proceeding pending before the commission at uch 
time (other than proceeding under ection 315 of the tariff act 
of 1922) shall abate by reason of such repeal and reenactment, 
but shall continue under the provisions of thi ~ act." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
.Amendment numbered 1157: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the. amendment of the Senate numbered 1157, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the matter propo ed to be stricken out by the Senate amend-

. ment insert the following: 
u ( 4) In the case of an article with respect to which there is 

in effect under ection 336 a rate of duty ba. ed upon the Ameri
can selling price of a domestic article, then the American selling 
price of such article." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1171: That the Hou e recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numb red 1171 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lie~ 
of the matter proposed to be stricken ont by the Seuate amend
ment insert " and in subdivision (j) of ection 336 of thi act "; 
and the Senate agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 1179 : That tbe IIou e recede from its 
disa~ment to the amend.m nt of the Senate numuered 1179, 
and agree to the arne with an amendment a . follow · : In lieu 
of the matter propo eel to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following : 

"Furniture described in paragraph 1811 hall enter the Uniteu 
States at ports v.:hich shall be de ·ignated by the Secretar of 
the Treasury fo.r this purpose. If any article described in 
paragraph 1811 and imported for ale i · rejecteu as unauthentic 
in respect to the antiquity claimed as a ba i for fr e entry, 
there shall be imposed, coil cted, and paid on _ uch article, 
unless .exported under cu. tom. upervision, a duty of 25 per 
cent of the \alue of such article in audition to a11y other 
duty imposed by law upon such article." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. C. HAWLEY, 
ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
ISAAC BACHARACH, 

Ma.nagers on the pa1i of the House. 
REED SMOOT, 
JAMES E. W ATSO~ 
SAMUEL l\1. SHORTRIDGE, 

Ma·nagcrs on the pa1·t of the Senate. 

STATEM~T 

The managers on the part of the Hou at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Hou es on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countrie , to encourage the indu. tl'ie 
of the United State to protect American labor, and for other 
purpo ·es, pecified in the accompanying conference report, . ub
mit the following ·written tatement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon by the conferees and recomm nded in 
the accompanying conference report: 

The following amendments make change. in paragraph num
bers, and the Hou e recede with amenumeut making further 
changes in paragraph number : 969, 970, 971, 972, 973, 974 975, 
976, 977, 978, 979 9 0, 981, 9 2, 984, 985, 987, 9 9, 993, 995, 997, 
999, 1002, 1003, 1008, 1009, 1010, 1012, 1013, 1014. 1015, 1016, 
1017, 1018, 1019 1020, 1021, 1022, 1023, 1024, 1025, 1026, 1027, 
1028, 1029, 1033, 1034, 1036, 1037, 1038, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1046, 
1048,1049, 1050,1051, 1052,1053,1055,1057, 105 , 105U, 10G0, 1061, 
1062, 1063, 1066, 1067, 1068, 1070, 1072, 1074, 1075 1076, 1077, 
1078, 1079, 1080, 1081, 1082, 10 5, 1086 1087, 1089, 1000, 1094, 
1096, 1098, 109!), 1102, 1103, 1104, 1105, 1111, and 1112. 

The following amendment made chari rres in referent~ to 
paragraph number ', and the House recedes: 40, 41, 42, 43, 48, 49, 
65, 66, 67, 374, 375, 377, 379, 3 0, 381, 383, 385. 386, 387 95, 896, 
897, 898, 8!)9, 902 905, 906, 907, 908, 909, 910, 911 913, 915, 916, 
917, 920, 921, 922, 923, 925, 926, 927, 92 l 929, 930, 931, 932, 933, 
935, 936,. 937' 940; ~42, 945, 946, 94 7' 948, 951, 052, 954, 955, 006, 
957, 958, 959, 960, 961, 963, 965, and fl66. 

On amendments No . 364, 85 903, 904:, 1004, and 1006: 
Amendment No. 364 impose on 8ilver-bearing or and mattes 
a duty of 30 cent · per ounce on the silver contained therein nnu 
on ·ilver bullion or ba e bullion, silver dro. s, reclaimed il\er , 
scrap silver all alloys or combination ' containing more thun 5 
ounces of ilver per ton, · not specially provided for a duty of 
30 cents per ounce on the silver contained therein, with a provi o 
that thi · duty hall not apply to minted coin of tbe United 
State ·, or ci~·culating minted coins of a foreign aoyernment in 
the po session of an individual not in exce. of , 100 in exchanae 
Talue. Amendment · Nos. 885, 903, 904, 1004, nuu 1006 mak 
necessary changes in the free 1i t; and the Senate rec d on all 
these amendments. • 
· Ori amendment · Nos. 371, 1091, 1003, and 1095: Amendment 
No. 371 impo ·e on timber hewn, ided, or squared otherwise 
than by ·awing, and round timber used for spar or in building 
wharves; awed lumber and timber not sp cially provided for· 
all the foregoing, if of fir, spruce, pine, hemlock, or larch ; rail~ 
road ties, and telephone, telegraph, -trolley, and electric-light 
poles of any wood, a duty of $1.50 per thousand feet board mea -
ure, but the amendment further provides that there hall be 
exempted from uch duty board , plank , and deals of fu· 
spruce, · pine, hemlock, or larch, in the rough or not furthe{. 
manufactured than planed or dressed on one ide, when im
ported from a country contiguous to the continental United 
States, which country admits free of duty similar lumber im-



1930 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE 10743 
ported from the United States. Amendments Nos. 1091 and 1093 
make changes in the free list to carry out the imposition of this 
duty and amendment No. 1095 strikes from the free list railroad 
ties and telephone, telegraph, trolley, and electric-light poles of 
any wood. The House recedes on amendments Nos. 1091 and 
1093 and recedes on amendment No. 371 with an amendment 
making the rate $1 per thousand feet board measure and strik
ing out the duty on railroad ties and telephone, telegraph, 
trolley, and electric-light poles of any wood. The Senate recedes 
on amendment No. 1095. 

On amendment No. 885: See amendment No. 364. The Senate 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 893 : This amendment place · on the free 
li t Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic cement and cement 
clinker imported by or for the use of, or for sale to, a State, 
county, parish, city, town, municipality, or political subdivi ion 
of government thereof, for public purpose ; and the Senate 
recedes. 
· On amendment No. 901 : The House bill placed coffee on the 
free list. This amendment excepts from free entry coffee im
ported into Porto Rico in the event that a duty is imposed 
thereon under authority of section 319; which section is in
serted in Title III of the bill by amendment No. 1126, upon 
which the House has receded with certain amendments. The 
managers on the part of the House at the first conference 
favored recession on the part of the House on the substance of 
this amendment, but were unable to recede on account of 
their inability to agree with the managers on the part of the 
Senate on the paragraph number, due to the fact that certain 
substantive amendments (e. g., amendment No. 893, the free
list provision as to cement) were in disagreement, and the 
correct numbering of this paragraph could not be determined 
until those substantive amendments were disposed of. The 
Hou e recedes. 

On amendment No. 903: See amendment No. 364. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 904: See amendment No. 364. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 914: The House bill exempted from duty 
metallic mineral substances in a crude state, and metals un
wrouo-bt, whether capable of being wrought or not, not specially 
provided for. The Senate amendment confines the exemption 
to metallic mineral substances in a crude state, such as drosses, 
skimmings, residues, brass foundry ash, and tlue dust, not 
specially provided for. The managers on the part of the House 
at the first conference fa-vored recession on the part of the 
Hou e on the substance of this amendment, but, for the reason 
given above in connection with amendment No. 901, were unable 
to agree on the paragraph number. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 919: The House bill placed upon the free 
list glaziers' and engravers' ·diamonds, unset, and miners' 
diamonds. This amendment also inserts on the free list dia
monds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and .not ad
vanced in condition or value- from their natural state by 
cleaving, splitting, cutting, or other process, whether in their 
natural form or broken. Amendment No. 777 (upon which the 
Hou ·e has receded) strikes these articles out of the dutiable 
list. In accordance with this action the managers on the part 
of the Hou e at the first conference favored recession on the 
part of the House on the substance of the amendment No. 919, 
but, for the reason given above in connection with amendment 
No. 901, were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 934: The House bill provided for the 
free importation, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture, of game 
animals and birds for stocking purposes when imported by 
United States or State game officials. The Senate amendment 
extends this provision to such animals and birds imported by 
other persons, and also permits the free importation of game 
animals and birds killed in foreign countries by residents of 
the United States and imported by them for noncommercial 
purposes. The managers on the part of the House at the first 
conference favored reces ion on the part of the House on the 
sub tance of . this amendment, but, for the reason given above 
in connection with amendment No. 901, were unable to agree 
on the paragraph number. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 950: This amendment places grindstones 
upon the free list, such stones having been stricken from the 
dutiable list by amendment No. 249, upon which the House 
bas receded. In accordance with this action, the managers 
on the part of the House at the first conference favored reces
sion on the part of the House on the substance of amendment 
No. 950, but, for the reason given above in connection with 

amendment No. 901, were unable to agree on the paragraph 
number. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 953: This amendment places on the free 
list horses and mules imported for immediate slaughter, which 
by amendment No. 430 (upon which the House bas receded) are 
excepted from duty under the agricultural schedule. In accord
ance with this action, the managers on the part of the Hou e at 
the first conference favored rece ·sion on the part of the House 
on the substance of amendment No. 953, but, for the reason 
given above in connection with amendment No. 901, were un
able to agree on the paragraph number. The House recedes. 

On amendment No. 962: The House bill named as an item on 
the free list "Junk, old." Most of the articles coming within 
this de ignation having been placed on the dutiable list by the 
House bill or Senate amendments agreed to, or being free under 
orne other paragraph of the free list, tm Senate amendment 

strikes out these words and substitutes the phrase "Waste rope" 
as being for all substantial purposes the only item left to come 
under the designation of "Junk, old." The managers on the 
part of the House at the first conference favored recession on 
the part of the House on the substance of this amendment, but, 
for the reason given above in connection with amendment No. 
901, were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The House 
recedes. · 

On amendment No. 964: This amendment places on the free 
list kieserite, which by amendment No. 103 (upon whlch the 
House has receded) are excepted from duty under the chemical 
schedule. In accordance with this action, the managers on the 
part of the House at the first conference favored recession on 
the part of the House on the substance of amendment No. 964, 
but, for the reason given above in connection with amendment 
No. 901, were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 983: This amendment places on the fre.e 
list muzzle-loading firearms and parts thereof, which by amend
ment No. 318 (upon which the Hou e bas receded) are ex
cepted from duty under the metals schedule. In accordance 
with this action, the managers on the part of the House at the 
first conference favored recession on the part of the House on 
the sub tance of amendment No. 983, but, for the reason given 
above in connection with amendment No. 901, were unable to 
agree on the paragraph number. The Hou ·e recedes with an 
amendment changing the paragraph number. 

On amendment No. 992: The Senate by amendments Nos. 73 
and 74, having stricken out of the dutiable provisions of the 
chemical schedule gentian, sarsaparilla root, belladona, digitalis, 
henbane, stramonium, and ergot, by amendment No. 992 inserted 
these articles on the free list. On amendments No. 73 and 74 
the House agreed to striking from the dutiable list these articles 
with the exception of digitalis, which under the House bill was 
dutiable at 25 per cent and which by the action of the conferees 
on amendment No. 73 was retained in the chemical schedule at 
20 per cent. In accordance with this action, the House recedes 
on amendment No. 992 with amendments striking digitalis from 
the items inserted on the free list by this amendment and chang
ing the paragraph number. The managers on the part of the 
House at the first conference favored this action, but, . for the 
reason given above in connection with amendment No. 901, were 
unable to agree on the paragraph number. 

On amendment No. 1004: See amendment No. 364. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1006: See amendment No. 364. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1031: This amendment places on the free 
list sea herring, fresh or frozen, whether or not packed in ice, 
and whether or not whole, which under the House bill were 
dutiable under paragraph 717 (a). The managers on the part 
of the House at the first conference favored recession on the 
part of the House on the substance of this amendment, but, for 
the reason given above in connection with amendment No. 901, 
were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The House 
recedes with an amendment changing the paragraph number. 

On amendment No. 1032: This amendment places on the free 
list cowpeas not specially provided for. Senate amendment 
No. 505 (upon which the House has receded) limited the ap
plication of the duties placed by the ·Hou. e on cowpeas to 
black-eye cowpeas. Amendment No.' 1032 also places on the 
fl'ee list chickpeas or garbanzos in pursuance of amendment 
No. 513 (upon which the Senate has receded) which removed 
these articles from the dutiable list. In accordance with this 
action, the House recedes on amendment No. 1032 with amend
ment striking chickpeas or garbanzos from the items inserted 
on the free list by this amendment, and changing the paragraph 
number. The managers on the part of the House at the first 
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_conference favor:ed this action, but, for. the reason given above 

in connection with amendment No. 901, were .unable to agree 
on the paragraph number. . 

On amendment No. 1047 :_This amendment places on the free 
list certain pice and spice seeds which the Senate _by amend
ments Nos. 543 to 550, ·incltLsi've, and Nos. 552 to 554, inclusive 
(upon which the Hou e has receded), struck from the dutiable 
list. In accordance with this action, the managers on .the part 
of the Hou e at the first conference favored recession. .on the 
part of tlle House on the substance of amendment No. 1047, but, 
fo.r . the reason given above in connection with amendment 
No. 901, were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The 
House recedes with an amendment changing the paragraph 
number. 

On amendment No. 1064: This amendment places on the free 
list impure tea, te~ waste, and tea siftings and sweepings, for · 
manufacturing purposes in bond, the Senate . having by amend
ment No. 28 (upon which the Hou e has receded) stricken 
these articles from .the dutiable list. In accordance with this 
action, the managers on the part of the House at the first con-

. ference favored recession on the part of the House on the sub
stance of amendment No. 1064, but, for . the 1·eason given above 
in connection with amendment No. 901, were unable . to agree 
on the paragraph number. The House recedes with an amend
ment changing the paragraph number. . · 

On. amendment No . . 1071: This amendment places on the free 
list truflles, fresh, or dried or otherwise prepared or preserved, 
the Senate having by amendment No . . 511 (upon which the 
Hom·e has receded) stricken the e articles from the dutiable 
li t. In accordance with this action, the managers on the part 
of the House at the fir t ci>nference favored receSBion on the 
part of the How;e ou the sub tance of amendment No. lOU, 
but, for the reason given above in connection with amendment 
No. 901, were unable to agree on the paragraph number. The 
House recedes witll an amendment changing the paragraph 
number. 

On amendment No.1091: See amendment No. 371. The House 
recedes. 
. On amendment No. 1093: See amendment No. 371. The House 
recedes. 

On amendment No. 1095 : See amendment No. 371. The Sen
ate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1109 : This amendment place· on the free 
li t Gobelin tapestrie used as wall· hangings, which under the 
House bill were dutiable according to tlle component material 
of chief value. The managers on · the part of the House at the 
first conference favored recession on the part of the House on 
the substance of amendment No. 1109, but, for the reason given 
above in connection with amendment No. 901, were unable to 
agree on the paragraph number. The Honse recedes with an 
amendment changing the paragraph number. 

On amendment No. 1128: The Senate amendment provides 
that whenever the Federal Farm Board finds it advisable to 
issue export debentures With I'espect to any agricultural com
modity in order to carry out the policy of the agricultural 

. marketing act the board shall notify the Secretary of the 
Treasury. · The Secretary is then required to issue such de
bentures -at such time as the Federal Farm Board shall pre
scribe to farmers, cooperative associations, stabilization cor
porations, or other persons with respect to such quantity of 
the agricultural commodity or m~nufactured food products 
thereof or products manufactured· from cotton or tobacco as 
such person may from time to time export from the United 
·states to any foreign country. The Secretary of the TI·easury 
is to compute the amount of the debenture issued to ·any per.non 
at the debenture rate for the commodity or product in effect 
at the time of such exportation. Debenture rates are fixed at 
one-half the rate of duty in effect with respect to imports of 
the commodities covered by such debentures except that in the 
case of cotton the debenture rate is to be 2· cents per pound so 
long as no import duty is imposed upon cotton. The amend
ment also provides for certain percentages of reduction in de
benture rate. ·in case the production of any debenturable agri
cultural commodity during any crop year has exceeded the aver
age annual production of . uch commodity for the preceding five 

. years. There is also a provision for making proof that the 
commodities to be exported and with respect to which deben
tures are claimed were produced in the United States and have 
not previously been exported therefrom. The export debentures 
are transferable by delivery and are to be received at their face 

· value by customs collector in payment of duties collectible 
against articles imported by the· bearer. In order to prevent 
speculation in debentures the Secretary o:f the Treasury is 

. authorized by-· regulations to provide for their l'edemption from 

money derived from the payment of en: toms duties at a rate 
of not less than 98 per cent of the face value of the debentures. 
The Senate recedes. . . 

On amendment 1\o. 1129: The House bill reorganized the 
Tariff Commission and p_rovided that there should be. seven com
missioners instead of six. The Senate amendment reduce the 
number of commis ioners to six; and the House recede . 

On amendment No. 1130: The House bill provided that each 
Present member of the .Tariff. Commission should continue to 
serve until his successor takes office. The Senate' _amendment 
pro'" ides . that such members shall not continue to .hold office 
longer than 90 days after the effective date of the act; and the 
House recedes with an amendment clarifying the language. 

On amendment No. 1131: The Honse bill eliminated the pro
vision of existing_ law making the commission bipartisan and 
provided that no person should be eligible for appointment as a 
commissioner unless . he was a citizen of the United State and 
in the judgment of the Pre ·ident was "possessed of qualifica
tions requisite for developing expert. knowledge of tariff prob
lems and efficiency in administeting . the provisions of Part II 
of this title." 

The Senate amendment .strikes out the House provision relat
ing to qualifications of the commissioners, restores the provi
sions of existing law relating to the bipartisan characte,r of the 
commi.., ion, and adds a provision that in all its official func
tion the commission shall act judicially and shall not give any 
consideration to partisanship or party policy in the determina
tion of matters submitted to it. 

Tbe House recedes with an amendment restoring the pro·d
sion of the Hou e bill relating to .the quali.fications_of the com
mi. ionel'S and adds a pr.ovision that not more than three of the 
commissioners sl1all be membe.rs of the same political party, and 
that . in .making. appointments members of different · political 
parties shall be appointed alternately as nearly as may be 
practicable. . _ 

On amendments Nos. 1132 and 1133: The Hou e .bill provided 
that the President. should designate the terms of office of the 
first seven commissioners appointed after the date of enactment 
of the act so that the _terms would expire one at the end of each 

·of the first seven years after such date. The terms of office of 
their succes ors were fixed at seven year . The Senate amend
ments sub 'titute six years for seven years in both of the e 
ca. es to correspond to the reduction in the number of commis
sioners from seven to ix made by amendment 1129; and the 
House recedes. 

On amendment No. 1134: This amendment provides that in 
designating the chairman and vice chairman of the conu:nis ion, 
commi ioners of different political parties shall be de ignated 
alternately; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1135 : The House bill fixed the salaries of 
commi sioners at $12,000 a year. The Senate amendment re
duces their salaries to $10,,000 a year. The House recedes with 
au amendment .fixing the salarie of the commissioner at 
$11,000 a year. 

On amendment No. 1138: The Senate amendment provides 
that whenever Congress has a tariff mea ure under considera
tion, the ·Tariff Commission shall furniEh to Members of Con
gress, upon l'eque t therefor, any information at its command 
pertaining to the cost of production of domestic manufacture(] 
articles ; and the Senate recedes. . 

On amendment No. 1139: The Senate amendment provides 
that the Tariff Commission shall inquire into certain specified 
matters in connection with any investigation of differences 
in costs· of production and include in · its report a summary of 
the facts with respect thereto; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1140: Section 336 of the House bill re
tained the power conferred upon the President by section 315 
of the tariff act of 1922 to increase or decrea e the rates of 
duty fixed by statute, after inve tigation: by the Tariff Com
mission and within ce1tain specified limits, whenever readju t
ments are shown to be neces ary as a result of changed busi
ness conditions. The principle to which the P1·esident mu t 
conform in exercising this power was changed under the Hou e 
bill from the equalization of differences in costs of production 
of domestic and foreign articles as provided by existing la.w 
to the equalization of differences in conditions of competition 
between such .articles in the principal market or markets of 
the United States. In order to aid the commis ion in making 
its investigations, certain factors are specified which are to be 
taken into consideration in ascertaining whether the domestic 
and foreign articles are on a competitive level in the domestic 
market. Certain definitions are also included in the text of 
the House bill to aid the commission in carrying out its pro
visions. 
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· The Senat-e amen<lment proposes a substitute ·for . section 336 
of the House bill. It takes away from the President the 
power to readjust rates of .duty and provides that investiga
tions may be made by the Tariff Commission, either upon its 
own motion or upon application of any intere ted party show
ing good and sufficient reason therefor, to ascertain the dif
ferences in the cost of production of domestic Rnd foreign arti
cles. If the commission finds that the rates i)f duty fixed by 
law do not equalize such differences, the commission then 
makes a report to the President and Congress of the increases 
or decreases it finds to be necessary to equalize such differ
ences. The President is required to transmit to Congress the 
report of the commission submitted to him, together with his 
reommendation.. Until Congress acts, howevc.or, no change in 
any statutory rate of duty becomes effective with respect to 
any article investigated by the commission. Certain factors 
are specified that are to be considered by the commission in 
a certaining differences in costs of production. 

The House recedes with an amendment which substitutes a 
new section for both the House text and the Senate ameml
ment. Under this section the Congre ·s, instead of depending 
upon the President to provide for investigations of the differ
ences in costs of production of domestic article and like or 
similar foreign articles, directs the Tariff Commission to act 
as its agent in undertaking the investigations. Such investi
gations are to be undertaken in the following cases: (1) Upon 
reque.'t of the President, (2) upon resolution of either or both 
Houses of Congress, ( 3) upon its own motion, or ( 4) when 
in the judgment of the commi sion there is good and sufficient 
rea ·on therefor, upon application of any intere 'ted party. The 
commission is to hold public hearing · at which parties inter
ested may be present, produce evidence, and be heard, and is 
authorized to adopt such reasonable procedure, rilles, and 
regu1ations a it may deem necessary to carry out its functions 
in connection with such investigations. Upon the completion 
of any such investigation the commission reports to the Pr~i
dent the results thereof, together with its findings with re
spect to such differences in costs of production. If the com
mis ion finds it shown by the investigation that the duties 
expressly fixed by statute do not equalize the differences in the 
co~ts of production of the domestic article and like or similar 
foreign articles when produced in the principal competing 
countTy, the commission specifies in its report to the President 
such increases or decreases in rates of duty, including any 
neeessary changes in clas ification, as it finds shown by the 
inve. tigation to be necessary to equalize such differences. 
Howe\er, the provision of e:x.isting law which limits the total 
increase or decrease in a rate of duty to 50 per cent of the rate 
expressly fixed by statute is retained, i. e., the total rate ap
plicable to an imported article as a result of a presidential 
proclamation or proclamations shall at no time be more than 
50 per cent higher or lower than the' rate expressly fixed by the 
then -current tariff laws. 

In ·the event that the commission finds upon any such investi
gation that such differences can not be equalized by proceeding 
in the manner above indicated, it so states in its report to the 
PI'esident and specifies therein·- such ad valorem rates of duty 
ba ed upon the American selling price of the domestic article 
as it finds shown by the investigation to be necessary to equalize 
. uch differences. In such cases, however, the commission is 
limited to a total decrease in the rate of duty not exceeding 50 
per cent of the rate expressly fixed by statute, and no such 
statutory rate is to be increased. This provision corresponds to 
the present law. 

The President shall by proclamation approve the rates of 
duty and the change ~ in classification or in basis of value 
specified in the report of the. commisSion, if in his judgment such 
rates and changes are shown by the investigation of the com
mission to be necessary to equalize the differences in cost of 
production. The President may not modify a rate, clas ifica
tion, or ba is of value so specified by the commission. If the 
President adjudges that such specified rates or charges are not 
so hown to be neces ary to equalize uch differences, he is not 
required to act upon the commission's report, and the specified 
rate or changes do not take effect. On the other hand, if the 
Pre ·ident makes a proclamation approving the I'ates or changes 
specified by the commission, they w~ll take effect commencing 
30 days after the date of such proclamation and will supersede 
the rates, classifications, . or bases of value then fixed by law 
with respect to the articles covered by the proclamation when 
imported from any foreign country into the United States or 
into any of its posse · ions except the Philippine Islands the 
Virgin Islands, American Samoa, and the island of Guam: 

The section also provides that auy increa ed or decrensed rate 
of duty o~ change in clas~ifi.cation or in basis of value which has 

: taken effect as abOve provided may be . modified or terminated 
in the same manner ·and subject · to the same conditions and •" 

· limitations (including time of ·taking .effect.) as is provided in , ·,,(' · ,, -·r: 
the case of original increases, decreases, or changes: · 

The provisions of existing law prohibiting the transfer of an 
article from the dutiable list to the free list or from the free 
list to the dutiable list and prohibiting a change in the form of 
duty have been retained. There is also retained the provision 
of exi ting law that whenever it is provided that a duty or 
duties shall not exceed a specified ad valorem rate, the rate 
determined under this section shall not exceed such ad valorem 
rate. 

Certain factors are set out for the guidance of the commis
sion in ascertaining differences in costs of production under the 
section. For example, transportation costs and other costs · 
Incident to delivery fo the principal market or markets ·of the 
United States for the article are to be considered by the com
mission. This applies to both foreign articles and domestic 
articles. In the case of a domestic article, however, the co t of 
production alone is to be considered by the commission, whereas 
in the case of a foreign article the cost of production is to be 
first considered, but if the commission finds that uc-h cost is 
not readily ascertainable, the commission may accept as evidence 
in lieu thereof, or as supplemental thereto, the weighted average 
of the invoice prices or values of the article for a representative 
period and/or the average wholesale selling prices of the article 
for a representative period in the principal market or markets 
of the principal competing country or countries. Other relevant 
factors that constitute an advantage ·or disadvantage in com
petition may also be considered by the commission, including in 
the case of a foreign article, advantage · gr-anted to a foreign 
producer by a government, person, partnership, corporation, or 
association in a foreign country. The commission i not re
stricted to the factor specified in ascertaining differences in 
costs of production. The specified factors are merels general 
guides to be used by the commission in so far as it finds it 
practicable to do so. 

Certain definitions are included for the purpose of facilitat
ing the application of the section by the President and the 
commission. Included in the definitions is that of cost of 
production. The cost of materials labor costs, and other direct 
charges incurred in the production of the article and ·in the 
processes or methods employed in its production, the u ual 
general expenses, including charges for depreciation or deple
tion, rent and interest charges, ·the cost of containers and cover
ings, and other costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing 
the article in condition packed ready for delivery, are specified 
as being among the elements of cost; but these elements are 
not exclusive. The costs of production are to be ascertained 
for a period which is representative of conditions in production 
of the article. 

The House bill also included definition as to what consti
tuted a like or similar foreign article and as to what consti
tuted the principal competing country with respect to any class 
of foreign articles. These definitions are omitted from the 
text of the bill as agreed to in conference, thus leaving it to 
the sound discretion of the commission to determine the el~ 
ments of likeness or similarity and to determine the extent to 
which quantity, value, quality, and other factors as to any class 
of foreign articles shall be considered in ascertaining the 
principal competing country with respect to such articles. . 

The remaining provisions of the section authorize the Presi
dent and the Secretary of the Treasury to make such rules and 
regu1ations as may be necessary for the proper application of 
the section and also provide for the dismissal of all uncom
pleted investigations under section 315 of the tariff act of 1922, 
but leave the commission free to consider any information or 
evidence secured by it in any such investigation. 

On amendinent No. 1141: The Senate amendment provides 
that in the case of investigations under section 336 of natural 
resources and products manufactured therefrom the commis
sion shall take into consideration the question of depletion 
and the facts relating to the available remaining supply of tl1e 
natural resource, it'3 important grades, species, or varieties. 
The commission is also required to give due weight to the nece -
sity of reaching conclusions in conformity with wise and sound 
policies of conservation; and the Senate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1151: The House bill in sections 330 to 
338, inclusive, incorporated all the provi~ions of the existing 
iaw relating particularly to the United States Tariff Commis
sion, and in section 339 declared that those sections should be 
construed as a reenactment of the existing law in so far a.· 
not inconsistent therewith. The Senate amendment prov~des 
likewise that those sections should constitute a reenactment of 
the existing law, but, in addition, specifically provides that such 
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reenactment should not affect unexpended balances of appro
priation , or the tatu of the officer and employees of the com
mission, or pending inve tigations or other proceedings. The 
House recede~ with an amendment making clerical changes. 

On amendment No. 1156: This amendment makes a clerical 
change; and the enate recedes. 

On amendment No. 1157: The House bill provided that if 
there be any . imilar competitive article manufactured or pro
duced in the United States in re •pect of which the President 
has made a finding under the flexible tariff provisions that a 
change of classification or rate of duty will not equalize com
petitive conditions, the value of the imported merchandi e 
should be the American selling price of the dome tic article. 
The Senate amendment, which strikes out this provision, was 
made nece sary by the action of the Senate (amendment No. 
1140) with re pect to the flexible tariff provi ions. The Hou e 
recede with an amendment conforming to the action of the 
conferee on amendment No. 1140. 

On amendment No. 1171: The Senate amendment strikes out a 
reference (excepting from the general rule as to entry of mer
chandise) to entry and declaration of merchandise of a class or 
kind upon which a finding ha been made under the flexible tariff 
provisions relating to values based on American elling price. 
The Senate amendment was made necessary by the action . of 
the Senate (amendment No. 1140) on the flexible tariff. In 
accordance with the action of the conferees on amendment No. 
1140, the Hou e recedes. with an amendment making a clerical 
change. 

On amendment No. 1179: This amendment provides that 
antique furniture hall enter the United States at ports which 
shall be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that 
if any article de cribed in the " antique " paragraph of the free 
li t and imported for sale is rejected as unauthentic with respect 
to the antiquity claimed as a basis for free entry, a penalty of 
25 per cent of the value of the article hall be imposed. If any 
such article i pas ed as authentic, the question of it authen
ticity hall not thereafter be raised by the Government in any 
proceeding brought for the purpose of collecting the penalty. 
The Hou e recedes with an amendment providing for a duty of 
25 per cent instead of a penalty, and striking out the provision 
preventing rai ing of the que tion of authenticity, ordinary cus
toms procedure being applicable in such cases. The managers 
on the part of the Hou at the fir t conference favored this 
action. However, since amendment No. 1179 contains ·a eros 
reference to the ' antique" paragraph by number, and since the 
action on amendment No. 1105 determines the proper number 
of that paragraph, and since amendment No. 1105, for the reason 
given above in connection with amendment No. 901, was in dis
agreement, the managers on the part of the House at the first 
conference were unable to agree on this amendment. 

W. C. HAWLEY, 
ALLEN T. TREADWAY, 
ISAAO BACHARACH, 

Managm·s on the pm·t of the HottSe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon 
recognized under the rule to control one hour and a half. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker and Member of the House, we 
now approach the final vote on the tariff mea ure, the consider-
ation of which was begun almost 17 months ago. -

The purpose of this measure is to provide relief for agricul
ture .and to so readjust rates on item in other schedules as to
afford them the nece sary protection which changing conditions, 
new competitions, and new methods of manufacture have neces
sitated. 

The platforms of both the great political parties promised 
uch 1 _vision. It was a major feature in the campaign of 1928, 

and the House and Senate have endeavored faithfully to trans
late into legislative language the promi es made to the American 
people. 

There has been throughout the world a revival of interest in 
the protective tariff since the World War. The magnificence 
of our country, its ability to pay so large a proportion of its 
war expenses yearly, to levy large sums of money in taxes, and 
to obtain other sums of money from its people in the form of 
loans, to dispense to other governments in loans vast sums of 
money to aid them in the conduct of the war, led other nations 
to inquire whence we had attained this strength, whence came 
this power that left us after the shoclt: of the war, after with
drawing millions of our people from industrial enterprises, after 
spending many billions of money, with an unshaken industrial 
system, an uninterrupted cour e in our public and private affairs, 
and with our financial structure sound and secure. So competi
tion has grown recently in the world. 

We have in this country the greatest of markets. 

Our dome tic trade annually is $90,000,000,00Q-more than 
the public wealth of several of the greater nation.. Conse
quently all other nations of the world look to this market as 
the most favorable place in which to sell their product , and 
they continually elect the article they can produce in quantity 
for the purpo e of attacking those which are least protected by 
the United States. 

We have in this country the highest paid labor. In the major 
industries alone the workers employed are paid $11,000,000,000 
a year, their wages being more than the public revenue of many 
countries. 

And so I could, if time permitted, enlarO'e upon this subject 
of the strength, importance, and desirability, from the stand
point of other nations, of this market. [Applause.] 

We have never intended in our legislation to exclude imports 
from our markets, or to leave out of .our program an export 
trade; but we have always considered that the duty of the 
American Congress. is primarily to the American people, to 
protect them in their home markets. We are the only body on 
earth that can care for their interests. [Applau e.] A nation 
that does not take care of its own fails greatly in its dut-y to
ward them. 

The nationals of <.ther countries have no natural right to 
trade in om· markets. Foreign trade is a privilege accorded by 
treaties under the comity of nations. 

Our foreign trade, imports and exports, amounts to about 
$9,000,000,000 yearly. It has grown under the existing tariff 
law to double its former amount. About two-thirds of our im
ports come in free of duty and one-third are dutiable. The 
average rate of duty which this act imposes on all import , both 
free and dutiable, is less than 16 per cent. A foreign nation that 
is not willing in this great market which the brains, enterprise, 
energy, and scientific ability of our people and the toil of our 
millions of indu trious and intelligent wage earners has built 
up to pay the duties we impose into the Treasury of the Ameri
can people and to compete with us on a fair basis to help keep 
this market at its standard has no just can e for complaint if 
its trade with us does not prosper. [Applause.] 

Imports into this country con ist of both free and dutiable 
article . · Of cour e, no duties al'e levied on articles imported 
on the free list, which amount in value to two-third of our 
imports. Taking into consideration both free and dutiable im
ports, the weighted average ad valorems obtained by dividing 
the total value of all imports into the dutie collected, under the 
several protective tariff acts are as follow : 

Per cent 
~cKJnley Act of 1890-------------------------------------- 23.01 
Dingley Act of 1897---------------------------------------- .::!5. 47 
Payne Act of 1909----------------------------------------- 19.~2 
Fordney Act of 1922--------------------------------------- 13. 3 
Act of 1930----------------------------------------------- 15.97 

The act of 1930 is, therefore, lower than all other on dutiable 
and free imports combined excepting the Fordney Act. 

· The protection proviaed in the act is nation-wide. We have 
not regarded party affiliation or party tendency in any part of 
the country. That very excellent part of our Nation known as 
the South has been recognized in the act on an equal footing 
with every other ection of the country. [Applau e.] And there 
appear in thi act many items for their benefit and protection 
that never appeared in any preceding act, not even a Demo
era tic bilJ. 

Agriculture has been given more especial attention than any 
other of our industries. We have given it the highe t rates in 
om· tariff history, and justly so in my opinion. The rea on for 
that I need not enlarge upon. Every other section of the coun
try has h.ad its need con idered. The Committee on Ways and 
Mean , which gave initial consideration to the legislation, did 
not grant every request that was asked. I think if a count 
were made, approximately half of those that were suggested, 
more or less in full, were rejected. We et certain standards 
as tests and measurements of the justification and ~eces ity 
for a tariff duty. If the facts and figures did not warrant any 
duty and support it, it was not granted. Every duty in this 
bill ha stood the test of '"'cientific inve ... tig.ation, both by the 
Tariff Comrni sion in the a certainment of the facts and by the 
committees of the two Hou es, and the comment and critici m 
of the membership of the bodies themselves. I believe it is the 
most scientific act that ha ever been pre ented to an American 

· Congres [applau e], and when adopted will promote the 
growth and development of thi country as every preceding 
tariff act based on a protective policy has done. 

In 1865 we were a Nation of about 32,000,000 people, with a 
wealth of about $16,000,000,000. In the last 65 years the 
population has multiplied to 120,000,000 or more. Our wealth 
has been increased, no one knows how many billions, ~bove 
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$300,000,000,000. Somewhere in our domestic policy there is 
a strong foundation on which such great development has' been 
built. In looking back over history whenever we have based 
otu · dome"'tic ·prosperity upon a protective tariff we have grown 
and developed with universal prospelity ancl comfort to all our 
people, so that we live better, we eat more, we dress more 
expensively, live in better houses than the people of any other 
country. But when we have abandoned this safe foundation 
and have accepted the advice and counsel of our Democratic 
friends, woe has overtaken the people of the country. 

Now, it is alleged that this act contains rates higher than 
any heretofore passed by the Congress. In the first place, 
out of 3,218 enumerated items, there being about 25,000, includ
ing all those in the basket clauses, 2,171 were not changed at 
all. Sixty-six per cent of the items remain unchanged. Eight 
hundred and eighty-seven of the items, or about 27 per cent, 
have increased rates, 47 ·of -those being transfers from the free 
list to the dutiable list. But it should be remembered that in 
counting the number in which there are increased rates many 
of the increases are due -to -a change in the basic rate. For 
instance, in wool we changed the base rate from 31 to 34 cents 
on the c-lean content of the wooL That necessitated a change 
in the compensatory rate on the yarns, cloths, and fabrics made 
of wool. l\fore than half the changes in rates of duty in the 
wool schedule were due to that change in the base rate, and 
this statement of the effect of changing the base rate and the 
necessity for compensatory duties would apply in practically 
eYery other schedule. 

On 235 items the duties were decreased, 75 being transferred 
from the dutiable list to the free li'3t. Using the imports for the 
year 1928 as a base, the average ad valorem on the $1,400,000,000 
of imports that came in that year was 38.75 per cent. Using 
the same imports and applying the rates in the pending bill . to 
them, the average ad valorem oil. such imports ·would be -41.14 
per cent, ·or an increase in the present bill ovei.· the average ad· 
valorem of the existirig law of 2.39 per cent. This increase is 
chiefly due to the material advance in rates of farm products 
for the relief of agriculture. 

Civilization is a living and <;onsequently a growing process ip 
human progress. Economic conditions constantly chai?-ge. The 
progress of the years necessitate amendments in legislation of 
every kind, tariffs included. Their provisions may be outgrown 
in whole or in part or become insufficient for the purposes for 
which enacted or inapplicable urider changed clrcumstances. 
Economic changes occur with increasing i·apidity and our rela· 
tions to industlies abroad alter continually. No tariff law writ-: 
ten to serve a given time can ever permanently serve our 
country's best interests unchanged. 

This is an act with medium rates. I have here a statement 
of the preceding acts for tariff legislation. Under the McKinley 
Act the average for its entire history of four years was 48.39 
per cent. Under the Dingley Act, from 1897 to 1909, or 12 
yeaTs, the average was 46.49 per cent. There, for a period of 
16 years, the average ad valorem was about 47 per cent. Those 
are the basic acts in our protective-tnriff history, and everyone 
here can remember the growth of prosperity, the development 
of the country, and the increase of our foreign trade when 
these acts were in force. · 

The assertion that this act proposes the highest rates of duty 
in our llistory is not justified by the facts. Since 1890 six 
tariff acts have been put on the statute books, four by the 
Republicans and two by the Democrats. The statistics used are 
furnL bed by the Tariff Commission. 

Under the Republican protective tariffs the weighted average 
ad valorems on dutiable imports are as follows for the wh(}le 
period each was in force : 

Per cent 
McKinley Act, 1890 to 1894_ _______________________ :_ ________ 48. 39 
Dingley Act, 1897 to 1909---------------------------------- 46. 49 
Payne Act, 1909 to 1913----------------------------------- 40. 73 
Fordney Act, 192~ to 1930---------------------------------- 38.22 

For the purpose of comparing the average ad valorems under 
the act with those of the previously existing law, the dutiable 
imports for the year 1U28 are u ·ed in the computations. 

Per cent 
Fordney Act for the year 1928------------------------------ 38. 75 
Pending act based on dutiable imports for the year 1928 ________ 41. 14 

That is, the average aci valorem under the pending bill, based 
upon 1928 dutiable imports, is 7.25 per cent below the average 
of the McKinley Act, 5.35 per cent below that of the Dingley 
Act, 0.41 per cent a!Jove the Payne Act, and 2.39 per cent above 
the ad valorems of the Fordney Act for the year 1928. 
· Under each of the above acts the country enjoyed an increas

ing and continued prosperity. Whether the rates were higher 
or lower than those now proposed, each served its purpose well. 

It is in the memory of all that the Underwood free trade act 
resulted in national dish·ess. The rates in the pending act 
occupy a middle ground. The average of the rates of the four 
protective tariff acts is 43.46 per cent, or 2.24 per cent above 
those now proposed. The act does not contain the highest rates 
in our protectiYe history but is lower than the average under 
all Republican protective tariff act':!. As each of these pro
moted our general pro&-perity and provided for the support of 
our people on their higher standards of living, the pending 
act, having the same purpose, will undoubtedly haYe the same 
resttlts. -

There is no special virtue accruing to a tariff !Jecause the 
rates are high or low. Low rates in the past have proven eco
nomic lJlunder~. But. the rate that is effective in safeguarding 
the interests of our people is the right rate. It modernizes ex
isting law and adapts it to the conditions of to-day. 

Mr. TREADWAY. 'Vould the gentleman mind an inter
ruption? 

Mr. HAWLEY. ·No. -
Mr. TREADWAY. Does the gentleman intend to explain on 

what items this increase comes? 
Mr. HAWLEY. - I have -that. -
Mr. TREADWAY. t think it wot11d be very important. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The average ad valorem for the four pro

tective tariff periods· that haye· preceded this act, adding up all 
the imports and dividing them into all the duties, gives an· 
average for the Republican protective tariff period of 43.46 per 
cent, or 2.24 per cent higher than the average of duties pro-
posed in this act. · 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. \Vill the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HAWLEY. Yes. 
~Ir. WffiLIAMSON. That is based upon the foreign valua

, tion, I take it? 
1\Ir:HAWLEY. Yes; on imports, as that is the basis we use, 

dividing the total amount of duties collected by the total value 
of dutiable imports. But all having the same basis for calcula
tion, the comparisons are accurate. 

Mr. CRISP. ·would the gentleman mincl an interruption? 
Mr. HAWLEY. No. . 
Mr. CRISP. I do not get it clear in my mind as to whether, 

in making your calculation, you are taking into consideration 
the goods that will come in free. 

M:r. HAWLEY . . No. I am referring to dutiable imports 
only, except when I _mnde a reference to the average of the 
ad valorelllS for both the dutiable and free imports. I am speak· 
ing now only of dutiable iiriports. I shall put into the RECono 
a complete statement of the schedules brought down to the 
present minute by the Tariff Commission, showing the value of 
the dutiable imports in the several schedules, the actual and 
computed duties, showing the ad valorem rates under the 
1922 law and under the act of 1930 a applied to these same 
imports, the computed duti€8, and the average ad valorems, 
which give the res~lt I have just stated as the average ad 
valorem under tlle pre..,ent act of 41.14 per cent. 

In the summary table below there is presented for compara
tive purposes a tabulation by schedules of equivalent ad 
valor·em rates of duty for the dutiable list of each act calcu
lated independently of the other act. The figures for the act 
of 1922 are, therefore, the same, with possible minor changes, 
as those to be found in Foreign Commerce and Navigation of 
the -United States for the calendar . year 1928. The figures
for the tariff act of 1930 are the rates of duty for all dutiable 
items -in that act applied to the impOrt statistics• of 1928, with 
the exception of the value of certain items, summarized in the 
table, to which the rates in the act of 1930 could not be applied. 

It will be observed that whereas the ad valorem equivalent 
rate for the tariff act of 1922 given in the previous-summary 
upon the basis of comparable items in the two acts is 33.22 
per-cent, the ad valorem equivalent upon the basis of actual , 
imports and duties collected in 1928 was 38.15 per cent. The 
act of 1930 upon the basis of comparable items shows an ad 
valorem equivalent of 40 per cent and upon the basis of the 
dutiable list alone of that act applied to 1928- imports shows an 
ad valorem equivalent of 41.14 per cent. 

Attention is called to the fact that the summary table pre
sented below showing the dutiable list of each act calculated 
independently of the other act is not directly related to the 
detailed tabulations in the body of this document. Such details 
for the tariff act of 1922 are to be found in the published 
statistics of the Department of Commerce for the year 1928. 
The supporting details for the tariff act of 1930 would be the 
same list with adjustments for free-list items made dutiable 
in the tariff act of 19-30 ::md for certain groups of items in 
the published statistics to which the new rates can nof be , 
applied. 

·-
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Trnports, duties, and equioolt'T!t ad Dalorem tatu, bv schedules, far the dutiable list of tht 'r:ari./J A ct of 19!1 and far the dutiable lisl'of the Tariff Act of 193(), <:4lculated itpon the ba$11 

. . . of 19t 8 1mparts 

Dutiable liDports entered for consump-
tion during the calendar year 1928 under Dutiable list under the Tariff Act of 1930, based upon 1928 
the Tariff Act of 1922 imports 

Schedules 

1. Chemicals oils, and paints .. ------------------------------------2. Earths, earthenware, and glassware _____________________________ _ 

3. Metals and manufactures oL . . ------------------------·----------
4. Wood and manufactures oL----------------- --------------------
5. Su11:ar, molasses, and manufactures oL __________________________ _ 
6. Tobacco and manufactures oL----------------------------------
7. AF:ricultural products and provisions----------------·---·------
8. Spirits, wines, and other beverages __ __________ __ _______________ _ 
!l. Manufactures of cotton ______ -------- ----------------------------10. Flax, hemp, jute

1 
and manufactures oL _________________ _______ _ 

ll. Wool and manmactures oL-----------------------------------
12. Manufactures of silk _____ ----------------------------------------
13. Manufactures of rayon . __ --------------------------------------
H. Paper nnd books-----------------------·--- - --- -- -- -- ------------
15. Sundries ____ ___________ -------_--------_-------- ______ ----------

TotaL ____________ 
7 

_____ ---------- _ ----- _ --- _ ----- ___ -- ---- : -- _ 

Value, dutiable 
imports 

$93, 1Gl, 563 
53,486,931 

129, 601, 301 
16,917,.211 

174,759, 643 
62,318,624 

282, 417, 950 
1, 347,013 

48,300,609 
133, 207, 491 
116, 343, 426 
32,440, 182 
16,077,417 
21,927,120 

216, 635, 842 

1, 398, 94.2, 323 

. 
1 Not included because conference rates could not be applied. 

Not all of the changes made in the duties weTe increases. In 
four schedules the duties were reduced. In the very important 
and large one of metal, in wood, in rayon, and the very large 
schedule on und:ries. The metal schedule is reduced 0.11 of 
1 per cent, the wood chedule 13 per cent, the rayon schedule 
4.13 per cent, and the sundries . schedule is reduced 9.31 per 
cent, and Doctor CR.OWTHE& said that must have been an 
over ight. The a-yerage ad valorem, based upon dutiable im
ports, for these fouT schedule , which include one-thir4 of the 
imports, have a weighted average of 29 per cent on these four 
schedule , and that average under the existing law is 37 per 
cent. The re9.uction is, therefore, a little over 8 per cent in 
the e four very important chedules, which pr<X;}uce articles of 
wide, general, and common use. As to the other schedule , the 
rate i increased from 39.61 under the present law to 47 per 
cent under the bill, or an increase of 7.38 per cent. Taking the 
weighted a\erage between the two, on the increa es on the one 
side and the decrea es on the other, together with imports and 
duties collected, we again get the result that the increase in th~ 
bill is 2.39 per cent over the existing law. I have this matter 
set out in tabular form for the convenience of anyone who 
desires to refer to it and verify the figures if they so desire. 

SOMill SCHEDULES REDUCED, OTHERS INCREASED 

An in pection of the following table shows changes in ad 
valorem rates in the several schedules as follows, based on 
imports for the year 1928 : 

. Acl valorem rates in specified acts 

Schedule L __ --------~---------- ----------
Schedule 2. __ ___ :~ ------------------------
Schedule 3. _ ------------------------------
Echedule 4 __ -- ~ ----------- ----------------
Schedule 5. __ --------------------------- --
Schedule 6. __ ----------------------- -- ----
Schedule 7 __ ------------------------------
Schedule 8. __ --- --------------------------
Schedule g __ -----------------------------
Schedule 10. __ ---------------------------
Sched ule lL __ ---------------------------
Schedule 12. __ ---------------------------
Schedule 13. __ --------------------------
Schedule 14 __ ----------------------------
Schedule 15 __ -----------------------------

Weighted average __________________ _ 

Ad valorems 

1----,------1 Increase Decrease 

1922 act 1930 act 

29.72 36.00 6. 37 ----------
48.33 53.78 5. (5 
35.19 35.08 0.11 
24.. 78 11.73 13. 05 
67.85 • 77.21 9. 36 
63.09 64.. 78 l. 69 
22.71 35.07 12.38 
38.83 47. 4.4 8. 61 
40.27 4.6.42 6. 15 
18.16 19.14 . 98 
4.9. 54. 59.83 10.29 ----------
56.55 59.13 2.58 ------4:i3 57.75 63.62 -----i:of 25.02 26.06 
37.76 28. 4.5 9. 31 

-------1------1------1------
38.75 4L 12 ---------- ----------

Based upon the dutiable imports for 1928, the metal, wood, 
rayon, and sundrie schedules include one-third of the dutiable 
import , at a weighted average ad valorem of 29 per cent. 
Under existing law it is 37.17 per cent. The reduction is 8.17 
of the per cents of the ad valorem. For all the other schedules 
the present a\erage is 39.62 per cent; in the bill it is 47.03 per 
cent, or an increa e of 7.41 in the per cents of the ad valorem. 
The wei<>"bted a1erage between the decrease and increase given 
above is 2.39 increase in the per cents of the ad valorem ill the 
present act O\er previously existing law. 

Actual or 
computed 

duties 

$27,688, 94.9 
25,849,304 
45,602,599 
4, 191,356 

118, 572, 100 
39,314,791 
64, 12<1, 204 

523,045 
19, 4.51, 364. 
24,191,702 
57,636,64.1 
18,348, 161 
9 285,380 
5,485,073 

81,802,045 

54.2,066, 723 

Equiva
lent ad 
valorem 

rates 

Per cent 
29.72 
48.33 
35.19 
24.78 
67.85 
63.00 
22.71 
38.83 
40.27 
18.16 
49.64 
56.56 
57.75 
25.02 
37.76 

38.75 

Value of 
dutiable 
imports 

(comparable) 

$82,·41 '4.02 
55,800,856 

118, 405, 164 
47,034, 289 

174,759,64.3 
62,318,624 

300, 398, 797 
1, 433,616 

48,300,609 
133, 207, 491 
116, 34.3, 4.26 
32,440,182 
11,425,596 
20, fl66, 437 

315, 340, 027 

1, 529, 299, 159 

Value of 
dutiable 

imports (non
comparable)! 

-- -·------------
$1, 113, 104 
11,762,717 

---- .. -----------
---- ... -----------
----------------
-... ---- ... ---------
------ ... ---------
----------------
----------------
----------- .. -- ... -
004---- ---------

4, 651,821 
1,260, 683 

21,9 0,172 

I 40, 768, 502 

Computed 
duties on 

comparable 
imports 

$29, 74.8, 153 
29,985, 159 
4.1, 537,266 
5, 519.370 

134, 939, 588 
40,371, 197 

108, 514., 018 
680,069 

22, 4.22, 198 
25,500,925 
69,609, 241 
19, 181, 3.'i0 

6, 125,965 
5,385, 775 

89,698,307 

J 629, 218, 581 

2 Does not include duties on noncomparable items. 

Equiva
lent ad 
valorem 

rate." 

Per cent 
36.00 
53.73 
35.08 
11.73 
77.21 
64.78 
35.07 
47.44 
46.4.2 
19.14 
59.83 
59.13 
53.62 
26.06 
28.45 

4L 14 

It has been said that the increases in the ad valorems will 
increase the cost of living. Of this increase of 2.39 per cent, 
1.48 per cent is due to aglicultural increases and 0.91 per cent 
due to all the other chedules. That is an increa "e of about 1lh 
per cent in agriculture and le than 1 per cent for all the 
other chedules. This is further borne out by the statement of 
the Tariff Commission tl;lat 68 per cent. of the increase are re
lated to agriculture and 32 per cent to all other industrie . It 
may be that this will increase the cost of living, and it will to the 
extent that the duties are effective, but anyone who ha studied 
tariff history knows that a duty may be fully effective or it may 
be only partially effective, and it may not be effective at all 
at different times under varying conditions of the market. 
It was undoubtedly the determinate purpo. e of Congres to 
materially revise the agriculh1ral schedule upward. This was a 
part of the general program for the rehabilitation and pro per
ity of that industry. This act affords agriculture greater protec
tion than wa ever contained in any preceding law, and so far 
as a tariff can remedy its existing depression the bill provi.des 
every available relief. 

The Tariff Commission report that if the rates of duty in 
the tariff act of 1930 were applied to the impo1ts for the year 
1928 they would produce an increase in dutie of $106,567,597, 
of which $72,181,314, or 67.7 per cent, is attributable to increa es 
in rates on agricultural items, and $34,3 6,628 to all otber 
increases. On the basis of increased dutie collectible, agri
culture will receive 1.62 per cent of the general increa e of 2.39 
per cent, and all other 0.77 of a per cent. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
.l\Ir. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. SIROVICH. The intention of the tariff was to place 

a!!riculture upon a parity with industry. · 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. . 
Mr. SIROVICH. Does this ad valorem of 1.49 place agricul

ture upon a parity with industry? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Takin~ all the agricultural articles included 

in the various schedules in which agricultural articles appear, 
agriculture is on a parity, in my judgment, with the other ; 
I will di cuss the matter of increa ed co ts of living later. 

I simply want to say that no body of people in this country is 
more interested in any increa e in the cost of living than the 
wage earners, numbeTing 27,000,000, and with their familie , 
more than half the people of the United State , and yet these 
wage earners ha:ve said to us many times that they were per
fectly willing to approve, and do approve, the increa es in the 
agricultural schedules. But they also asked for such a readju t
ment of the other chedules as will insure their continued em
ployment in the occupations in which they belong. 

COST OF LIVING 

What effect will the pending tariff bill have on the con ume.r? 
Except persons who render no service or who produce nothing, 
there i no exclu ive con umer clas , all others are both consum
ers and producers. If a producer is to continue, a profitable 
market ufficient to con ume what he has to ell is a neces it;f 
of the first importance. Our wage earner outnumber the other 
consumers, but they are e sential and e entially producers. 
They are the first to be affected when conditions arise under 
which their sery~ces c~m no longer be a \ailed of, or when em-
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ployment is discontinued. No matter how high the rate of 
wages is, its annual value to the worker is based on the number 
of days employed. Even unemployment for a few days only 
in the year will offset many times any increase in cost of living 
that may occur to the wage earner when the pending bill be
comes law. One of the distinctive features of the bill is its 
purpose to enlarge opportunities for labor and to maintain sta,bil- · 
ity of employment. • 

From past history of protective tariffs it will be obsei'Yed that 
prices vary with supply and demand, under our competitive sys
tem, and the condition of the markets will be a primary factor 
in determining the rise or decline in prices and the extent to 
which duties are effectiYe. A duty is only one factor in the sell
ing price. 

There is neither historical nor economic justification for the 
wild statements that the duties proposed will cost consumers 
great sums. Such statements are issued to prejudice the legis
lation in the public mind, but without regard to the economic 
facts. 

Tariff rates do not automatically add themselves to the prices 
of American-made articles. A price may be increased to the 
full amount of the duty, or by a part of it, or not at all, depend
ing upon the conditions of the market, whose future operations 
no one can forecast. Prices may even decline. This is a com
mon experience under mass production. Protection is intended 
to establish and maintain industries in this country, induce 
mass production and afford a stable market. Success depends 
upon mass rather than limited production. Tin plate and 
aluminum wares are good illustrations. When duties were im
posed upon the ·e articles it was argued by our opponents that 
prices would be greatly increased. The fact is that you can 
now buy American tin and aluminum wares of better quality 
and heavier weight cheaper here than anywhere else. 

The proper test of the effect of a protective tariff on con
sumers is made by offsetting any additional cost against benefits 
derived, and in which all participate. Such a test taken over a 
period of time will show advantage on the side of benefits. If 
space afforded, it would be easy to multply instances to show 
the accuracy of this observation. 

This outcry that costs to American consumers will be in
creased at all times by the full amount of the duties, and prob
ably much further increased by what is vaguely referred to as 
"pyramiding" has always been raised, but this has not been our 
experience, for if this were true, each protective tariff act would 
not have multiplied production, increased employment, con
sumed enormous quantities of raw materials, fostered h·ade and 
commerce at home and abroad, sustained extensive and costly 
systems of public and private improvements, and, in a word, 
promoted and maintained the general prosperity. 

A tariff is a guardian ready to afford protection in time of 
need. 

Let us consider. If we remove our protective tariff, we sub
ject our agriculture, industries, and labor to a competition based 
on lower national standards abroad. Our markets will be 
flooded with articles produced at lower costs, of which labor 
is the largest factor, by labor receiving less than one-third our 
own wage scales, or agricultural products grown at much 
smaller expense, and in each case by people having much lower 
standards of living. Whatever supplants American products in 
the home market deprives our own people of the opportunities 
for production, manufacture, and employment. 

The purpose of protection is to make our country self-con
tained and self-sustaining; -to afford our agriculture, industry, 
and labor such priority in the American market as will result 
from equalizing, by rates of duties, the lower costs of produc
tion abroad with the legitimately higher costs at home. This 
policy in the past has multiplied our national wealth, developed 
our resources, maintained our higher standards of living, and 
afforded our wage earners unprecedented remuneration for their 
labor. It has made this a land of opportunity for brains, in
dustry, and ability of every kind. It has the prestige of proved 
success. It is necessary that every branch of human activity 
be expanded to provide for our rapidly increasing population. 

Foreigners trade with us for the advantages such trade will 
afford them. When our markets are open without restriction, 
they charge what the traffic will bear, as our experience has 
shown when a free-trade policy has been followed by this coun
try. Under the Underwood Act many articles sold at retail 
for prices greater than that for which they now sell. There is 
a glamour attached to a salesman's statement, impressively 
made, that "this is an imported article," implying that it is 
preferable and better for that reason, while the fact is that our 
products, speaking generally, are equal to, or better than, those 

made anywhere in the world. Further, all the profits derived 
from the sales as foreign articles in the United States go abroad 
for the benefit of other peoples at the expense of our own. Pro
tection takes part of such profits and places them in our Treas
ury for the public use and benefit ; it builds and sustains our 
own activities, with both profits and wages accruing to 
Americans. 

And why not? The American market is our own. We made 
it by industry, invention, brains, and toil. It is an inheritance 
of this generation to the use of which it is entitled but is not 
warranted in impairing its value to the generations succeeding. 
If we act injudiciously, we may be like Esau who sold his birth
right for a mess of pottage and later desired to regain it but 
could not, although he sought it carefully with tears. 

Objection to the pending bill, raised in the press and else
where, so far as I have observed, has not concerned itself with 
a scientific study of the rates proposed, their necessity, or the 
adjustments they effect to meet present-day conditions. There 
has been no scientific and informed discussion of the rates on 
their merits to show that the facts and conditions do not war
rant alterations. Instead, extravagant hypotheses have been 
proposed and astounding conclusions alleged to have been de
rived therefrom. For instance, it has been asserted that to 
ascertain the cost to American consumers resulting from duties 
imposed calculations of this kind must be made: 

First. The duties mu'"'t be calculated on all imports. Yet, 
duties are not always added to the prices of the imported 
goods. They sell at prices the market will bear. The duties 
may be in whole or in part absorbed by the foreign producer. 

Second. Then calculate the duties on the total of American 
products which are on the dutiable list. 

Third. Add the two amounts so obtained together and mul
tiply by 2. Why by 2 rather than by some other figure is 
not explained. Such a calculation is put forth as a scientific 
analysis for tariff ; yet long years of experience prove the utter 
fallacy of the assumption. Gradually we have built up our 
industries, whose increase in production compared with our 
requirements has led to a steady decline in price levels. This 
is one of the purposes and results of mass production. If the 
above weird proposal was sound, the cost to consumers would 
have been increased for the year 1929, 80 per cent on all duti· 
able articles, whether of imported- or domestic production. 
Yet, it would be easy to multiply instances where not only such 
increases did not occur, but where the prices have actually 
declined. It was alleged that the duty on aluminum provided 
in the 1922 act would cause commodities made therefrom to be 
included in the precious-metal list, whereas the fact is that you 
can buy aluminum wa1·e of better quality and heavier in weight 
not only cheaper than heretofore but cheaper than that for 
which the imported article can be bought. The sugar duty 
was increased in 1922, and yet sugar is cheaper than ever in 
our history. 

As another illustration, under the Dingley Act of 1897, there 
was a duty on hides of 15 per cent ad valorem, various rates 
on leathers and 25 per cent on shoes; under the Payne Act of 
1909, there was a duty of 10 per cent on shoes, hides being 
free ; all were made free in the Fordney Act of 1922. In the 
period of 16 years the two first named were in force, shoes 
were cheaper by far than they have been since 1922. 

Another error in the estimated cost to the consumer is the 
assumption that all purchases are made yearly. Many articles 
are used two or more years and the increased costs due to 
duties, if any, should be divided by the years they are in use. 

SOME STATISTICS ON FOREIGN TRADE 

As to the effect upon foreign trade, imports have always 
increased when Republican tariffs have replaced Democratic 
tariffs. Under the Dingley Act, which replaced the Wilson Act, 
the annual average of imports for the entire pe1iod each was 
in force increased from $760,000,000 to $998,000,000, or 31 per 
cent. Likewise,. the average annual increase under tbe Fordney 
Act, which superseded the Underwood Act, was from $2,871,000,-
000 to $4,052,000,000, or 41 per cent. Our export trade has 
similarly enlarged. This act is intended to promote an all
American prosperity. Our industrious and enterprising people 
have made not only the greatest of nations but have created the 
greatest of markets. Our domestic trade is ten times our for
eign trade, and approximates $90,000,000,000 annually. Our 
prosperity measures the extent of our ability to provide for our 
own people, absorb imports, and sell articles abroad. Proper 
protection for A.mericau products and labor greatly increases 
the prosperity and well-being of our own people and materially 
develops our foreign trade. History will undoubtedly again re
peat itself if the pending bill becomes law. 
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'l'be . tory of the relation between free and Jutiable imports 
told by tbe- following tablr. : 

I IEqiDv-Per Per alent ad 
Popular name of Years in Average free Average cent . cent valorem 

law effect dutiable imports rmpo!tsrates _on 
free dut1- duti-

able able 
imports 

--1-

McKinley--------- 189(}-1894 $408, 177, 925 $369, 977, 534 52.45 !7.55 48.39 
Wilson ________ ---- 1894-1 97 375, 96,679 ~. 139,056 49.45 50.55 4129 
Dingley ______ ----- 1 97-1909 451, 487, 111 546, 942, 476 45.25 54.78 46.49 
PaymrAldricb ____ 1900-1913 51,700,598 768,916, 178 52.55 47.45 4n. 73 
Underwood. ______ 1913-1922 1, 903, 267, 743 968, 210, 792 66.28 Ml 26.97 
Fordney-MeCum- -

ber -------------- 1922-1930 2, 585, 796, 022 1, 466, 016, 593 63.82 36.18 38.22 

A.ltbougb tbe average ad valorem under the Fordney Act was 
38.75 per cent and tbat of the Unuerwood Act 26.97 per cent, or 
a difference of 11.78 per cent, tbe relation between uutiable: and 
free imports was nearly the same. 

Per 
cent ad 

Total imports Total exports Duties eol- valorem 
lee ted on duti-

able 
articles 

1927------------------------- $4, 184, 7 42, 000 $4, 865, 370, 000 $591, 946, 000 39.9 
1928.------------------------ 4, 091, 444, 000 5, 128, 356, ()()() 565, 501, 000 40.4 
1929.------------------------ 4, 400, 126, 000 5, Z41, 262, 000 602, 698, 000 41.7 

Imports in 1929 exceeded tho e for 1927 by 215,384,000 and 
export for 1929 were greater than tho e for 1927 by $375.886,000. 
The nd valorem for 1929 was 1.8 per cent bigber tban for 1927. 
Om· fore-ign trade wa $591,270,000 more in 1929 than in 1927. 

Imports duti
able Imports free 

Per 
cent 
free 

64.4 
65.6 
66.7 

Per 
cent 
duti· 
able 

35.6 
34.4 
33.3 

That is, two-third of the imports in value come in duty free. 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Before we undertook tbe preparation of thi act and con
tinuing down to tbi hour, other nations have not only evinced 
a great interest in tbe legi ·lation but have been more than will
ing to lend u a helping hand through diplomatic repre enta
tion .. , through ag nt' and agencie and expensive lobbie in the 
United States, through finaucial institutions, and through con
cerns with large investments in activities connected witb foreign 
trade. While other nations in times past have intere ted them-
elves ·in behalf of their nationals, for which they are to be 

commended, the pre~entation in tbi ca ·e bas a sumed a new 
cha1·acter. It was e'en asked that foreign representatives be 
beard by the committee on que -tion of rate . While we ·ought 
for anu ·welcomed information from every ource, a legislative 
committee i not an internatioual conference. The words ~· re
prisal tariff " have been u. ed as if this were orne new thing. 
It may have a new intent now, but it has appeared when pre
viou · tali:ff acts were in cour e of preparation. Tariffs of all 
kind , especially protective tarlff , are world-wide, witb bigh 
and even prohibitive duties, for tbe benefit of tbe citizenry of 

- other countrie , and adaptable to their need . There has been 
e. pecial activity in tariff legislation since tbe World War, but 
an examination of recent foreign taiiff. indicates that they were 
not eon. tructed a measure to off~et the tariffs of other coun
trie , in the en e of reprisals, but r21ther to meet the economic 
need~ of tbe seYeral nations of the world. 

That·i , I l.lelie'e tbe statesmen abroad act with wisdom and 
di cretion in legi lating for anu administering the domestic 
affair of their nations. An<l by way of comment let me say 
countervailing dutie for unfail' tl.'ade practices do not have the 
objection that attache to the idea of reprisal taliff . 

During the World War the magnificent structure and might 
of tbi. country was impre. ·ively ·bown the nations of earth. 
Our Government collected annually taxes in unheard-of amount , 
paid a large fraction each year of its war costs, borrowed almost 
fabulous sums from its own people. loaned to our aHies with 
overeign magnificence, expendeu immen e urns. withdrew mil

lion of men and women from the construc:tive pursuits of 

peace and employed them in the de tructi\e purpo. es of war, 
and tben emE'.rged from tbe stlilggle with our financial and 
economic trncture unshaken and tbe temple of our lib rties 
unprofaned. 

No other nation bad this experience, but ince they have 
searched to find tbe secret of such stre-ngth. A. nation that 
arows from a population of 32,000,000 to 120,000,000 in orne 
three core of year , which augments it wealth from 16,000,-
000,000 orne twenty times in tbe same period, who e industrie 
thriYe, who e people pro per and enjoy in a higher degree tbe 
excellenc:es of life, where labor is better remunerated, i a na
tion tbat cares for its own. And that care, legislatively ex
pre ed, is our protective tariff, otber nation profiting by our 
experience. Their tariffs since the war are evidence. 

But o far as we are concerned, a factor not new, -but now 
more urgently pre ed, is seeking entrance to our council table 
when tariffs are being made. It is desclibed a· "international 
mindedness." ·It means that the .tariff sboulu no longer be con
sidered a a dome-stic question, but as an international policy. 
A large number of great indu trial enterpri ·e ·, ·upported by 
immen e aggregations of wealth in financial institut!ons, backed 
by more than 20,000,000,000, ha in\adecl tbe out ·ide world in 
earcb of tbe we-altb that may be extracted therefrom by low

paid labor and desire to fln<.l m:uket in thi country for its 
products. It bas even been suggested tbat they hould be ad
mitted duty free or at reduced rates. In order to in rea e 
their export o·ade in article manufactw·ed here, it i urged 
tbat our rates of duty be generally caled downward to ob
viate repri al tariffs so tbat our export C8J1 obtain favorable 
rates abroad. That is, that we abandon the policy of giYin~ 
all our producer and labOr fair opportunity in the American mar
ket, in favor of anotber policy that will, to favor a few, admit 
foreign products to our market at an advantage over American. 
The attack is not o mucb on the present bill a on the plincitlle 
of adequate protection to which we have alway adbereu. 

In view of the great investme-nts made abroad by American 
capital, the unu ual intere t of other natiou can l.le readily 
discoYered. They de ire the enterpri es o financed in their 
boruers to pro.per, and the article manufactured to find profit
able market, for the enrichment of tbeir tate and the employ
ment of their people. This i an -intelligent and commendal.lle 
policy on tbeir part. That tariff rates too low here-, while 
benefitting them, mio-ht injure u , is not the-ir respon :bility. 
It is for the United State. to care for its own, and the pr ent 
act is such care. 

The di cussion, by those in opposition, in the pre.R , by propa
gandists, by foreign interest , by the export traue, by importing 
concerns and other agencie , i empha izing more than hereto
fore the extension of our foreign tl'ade. 'o one que tion the 
advi ability of foreign trade. We ell abroad prounct other 
nations require, and import article we do not llroduee, and other 
article are regulatory of price in this country, although our 
domestic competition is the deci i ve factor in determiuin.,. pric . 

American capital sees opportunities to make o-reater IH'ofits 
in manufacture with low-paid foreign labor. 

A. con ·iderable number of large concerns and indu -tiief' are 
upporting tbe propaganda for the development of tralle abroad, 

and in order to fo ter sucb exten~ion are demanding the low ·
ing of our duties in order to obtain more favornble rate from 
foreign countrie . 

The construction of manufacturing plant. in all part of the 
world by American capital for the purpo · of manufacturiug 
arti les to be old abroad a well as bere uvplies other people 
with articles tbat might bave been made here and exported to 
such countries. Trade expansion that miaht have ~o developed 
has been forestalled by their own action. TIJer can be no 
question of the riaht of inve tments abroad, but they ar made 
by private initiati\e and not under public ~auction. The in
Yestor a sumed tbeir own ri ks and certainly must haYe under
stood what tbey were doing. 

We ar'e under no obligation to secure their profits or the 
interest on investments or loan abroad, by ubjecting others of 
our own people to economic los es. 
- I can appreciate the de ire of other people to , ell in tlli~ 
market, wbich is the greate t and riche t of all. Our yearly 

· trade approximates $90,000,000,000, an amount greater than the 
public wealth of many nation·. Trade with u is gn•atly to 
their auvantage. · _ 

I must confe s that I all.here to our time-honored volicy of 
considering what is be t for our people un1l their interest in 
this country n our primary reRpon ·ibility. '\\?e have grown rich 
and O'reat by protecting the home market anu developin"' home 
trade. 
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PROCEDURE 

All witnesses who appeared at the -hearings were heard for 
or against any proposed modification of a rate. The fact that 
rates were both raised and lowered indicates that nothing was 
taken for granted. The details of the Summary of Tariff In
formation furnished by the Tariff Commission were given con
tinual and intensive study, and in this the committees were 
assisted by experts of the Tariff Commission, of the Depart
ments of the Treasury, Commerce, Agriculture, and Justice, and 
by representatives of the Cu toms Court. Before any modifica
tion was accepted, the necessity and correctness of a suggested 
rate was investigated several times. Classifications were 
changed in a number of the schedules to obtain a more logical 
arrangement. The making of a protective tariff is both an 
economic and a scientific problem, in the solution of which many 
factors are to be con idered. It may be of interest to indicate 
some of them : 

1. Can the article be produced in this country in quantities 
sufficient to provide a material part of our consumptive require
ments? 

2. Can it be produced for a per unit co t within economic 
reason? 

3. At what cost do competing foreign countries produce the 
article? 

4. How do the wages paid in this country compare with those 
paid abroad? 

5. ·what are our total requirements of the article; how much 
do we produce; bow much is imported; and to what extent can 
production and imports be increased? 

6. Delivery charges to principal markets. 
7. The condition of the American industry or -industries for 

which a change in rates is proposed. 
8. Do the facts collected from every available ource present 

a tariff problem? 
9. Are the conditions complained of dne to foreign competi

tion or to some domestic situation, such as incompetent manage
ment, antiquated methods or ~uipment, inefficient marketing, 
or other matters the producer himself can remedy? 

10. If the fact warrant a change in ra te , what new rate or 
rates shall be proposed? 

11. If the rate on a raw or base material is to be changed, 
what shall the compensatory duties on articles manufactured 
therefrom be? 

12. Are the' compen a tory rates so computed adequate to pro
vide for the industry, or shall there be added thereto a ·further 
amount which is a distinctively protective element? 

13. The amounts imported as compared with our requirements 
and our production. 

14. Are the articles seasonable or staple? 
15. The public interest. 

All these and other considerations were given full weight and 
effect, after moNt careful consideration, in determining upon a 
rate. I cite them to indicate that rates do not depend upon 
what may be asked, but what is proven to be just and necessary. 
A very large number of proposed changes were rejected as not 
warranted by the facts and conditions. 
DUTIES ON PRODUCTS OF AGRICULTURAL ORIGIN" IN TARIFF ACT OF 1930 

COMPABED WITH THOSE IN TARIFF ACT OF 1922 

In order to comply with the request of Members of Cong1·es~ 
and supply information desired by them, I asked the Tariff Com· 
mission to furnish me with the data given in the tabulation 
below, comparing rates for agricultural co;mmodities in the 
tariff act of 1922 with those in the tariff act of 1930. 

This list includes only the items for which the rates of duty 
in the act of 1930 are increased over the rate in the act of 
1922. In compiling these tables the experts have included all 
raw and crude agricultural products excepting a few items, 
such as chocolate and rice fibre, which are not produced in .the 
United States. In addition to the raw agricultural products, 
there are also included articles such as linseed oil and leather. 
Since agricultural products generally in the raw or crude state 
are not ready fo.r con umption, but mu~t be proce ed to make 
them u able or preserve them for future m~e, this processing 
increases the quantities the market will absorb and so furnishes 
the farmers the opportunity to sell a larger production, and is 
consequently a direct benefit to them, both as to quantities sold 
and moneys received. 

On the other hand, the list does not include articles fm·tber 
·advanced in manufacture, uch as shoes, paint·, cloth and 
clothing. In many instances the form of the duty has been 
changed from specific to ad valorem rates. In this case the per
centage increase has been made on the basis of average import 
values for 1928. 

Any person, however, desiring to study only the increases in 
raw or agricultural materials can select them from the tabu
lation. 

It will be noted that there are many agricultural items in 
various schedules, other than Schedule 7, which is known as 
the Agricultural Schedule. 

Several farm crops. such as wheat, corn, etc., are grown in 
quantities in exce. s of the domestic· demand. with a consequent 
tendency to reduce the prices received by the grower. One of 
the distinctive features of the new tariff act is its promotion of 
the growing of crops now produced in quantities insufficient for 
domestic requirements, to replace the surplu · crops. This will 
result in a distinct advantage to agriculture. 

The tabulation also· shows both the amount by which the <luty 
is increased and the percentage of such increase. In the case 
of items transferred from the free to the dutiable list, it is not 
possible to compute the percentage of the increase. 

'larif!rates on aoricuUural commodities: Increases in 1930 act ouer J!}B£ act 
SCHEDULE 1 

Commodity _ 

Oleic acid or red oiL .. ------- -- --------------------------------------------
Ca.sein or lactarene (pound)_ .•• ------------------ __ -------------------- ___ _ Stearic aci<L . . ______________ . _____ .. __ ...... __ . . __ . _ .. ________ • ____________ _ 
Butyl acetate ... __ .. _ .. ________ .--.... _____ . ___ . _____ ... _. __ .. ____ .. ____ ... _ 
Compounds of casein, known a.s galolith or any other name: In finished or 

partly finished articles, n. s. p. f. (pound). 
Edible gelatin, valued at less than 40 cents per pound (pound)--------------

Rate of duty in 1922 
act 

1~ cents per pound __ _ 
2~ cents per pound __ _ 
1~ cents per pound __ _ 
25 per cPnt ad valorem. 
40 cents plus 25 per 

cent. _ 
3~ cents plus 20 per 

cent. 
Inedible gelatin (glue, glue size) valued at less than 40 cents per pound (pound). 1 ~ cents plus 20 per 

cent. 
Inedible gelatin valued at more than 40 cents per pound (pound) _____ ------ 7 cents plus 20 per cent_ 
Pectin .. __ _____ ------· ___________ ___ ___ _____ ---- ___ ---- __ ------. __ ---------- 20 per cent. __________ _ 
Casein glue ... ____________________________ -- --- - ____ . _____ .. ____________ _ ... 25 per cent._----------
Wool grease, containing more than 2 per cent free fatty acids (pound) ______ _ ~cent.·------~-------
Wool grease, containing 2 per cent or less, not medicinal (pound) ___________ 1 cent. _______________ _ 
Wool.grease, medicinal, including Adeps Ianoe (pound) ___ ---- --- ----------- ..... do ________________ _ 
Oils, vegetable: Linseed or flaxseed and combinations and mi-<:tures (pound)_ 3.3 cents ______________ _ 
Soybean oil (pound) ___ ;____________________________________________________ 272 cents .. ------------

Starch: 

Amount by which Per cent 
Rate of duty in 1930 act duty is increased in of in-

1930 act crease 

20 per cent ad valorem.-----------------------------------
5~ cents per pound _______________ 3 cents _______________ _ 
25 per cent ad valorem. ___________ ------------------------
7 cents per pound.------- ----- ----------------------------40 cents plus 50 per cent.. ___ ______ 25 per cent. __________ _ 

5 cents plus 20 per cent ________ __ __ 1~ cents __ ___________ _ 

2 cents plus 25 per cent._ __________ ~2 cent plus 5 per cent. 

8 cents plus 25 per cent_ ___________ 1 cent plus 5 per cent__ 

~g ~:~ ~~i======================== -~-~~~~~~~~~========== = 1 cent ____________ :-__ ~ ------------- ~cent. ______________ _ 
2 cents. ____ ..._ _----------------____ 1 cent.------- ---------3 cents ___________________ _________ 2 cents _______________ _ 
4n cents_--------- _____ ----------- 1.2 cents ______________ _ 
3~ cents, but not less than 45 per 1 cent. _______________ _ 

cent. 

69.92 
120. ()() 
88.25 

113. 36 
55.37 

18.80 

27.30 

21.82 
25.00 
20.00 

100.00 
100.00 
200. ()() 
36.36 
40.00 

Potato starch (pound)-------------------------------------------------- I% cents ______________ 2~ cents __________________________ ~cent________________ 42.86 
All other starches, n. s. p. f. (pound>------------------------------------ 1 cent _________ ________ 1~ cents-------------------------- ~cent._______________ 50.00 

Dextrine made from potato starch or potato flour (pound)_----------------- 2~ cents______________ 3 cents·--------------------~------ %cent.__________ _____ 33. 33l-3 
Dextrine, n. s. p. f., burnt starch, dextrine substitutes (pound) ____ _______ __ 1~ cents ______________ 2 cents---------------------------- _____ do_________________ 60.00 
Soluble or chemically treated starch (pound) _______________________________ t •••• do ____ _________________ dO-.------ -------------- ------ ___ __ do_________________ 60.00 
Olive oil edible, weighing with container, less than 40 pounds (pound) _____ 7~ cents ______________ 9~ cents _____ _____________________ 2 cents________________ 26.67 

~~~!~8~~~~)~~~ ===== ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ==== ========== ~== =:: ===========:: = ~ :~~s ~= == ==== :: == :: ==: == == === === = ~ ~:~~s= === :: == ==== :: == ==== ==== :: 
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Tariff rates on aQ[icullurat commodities: I1u:reases in 1930 act otv:r 1922 act-Continue;:} 
. scmmUJ.E !J . 

Commodity Rate. _of ~~~ in 1922 Rate of duty in 1!l30 act 
Amount by which Per cent 
1~~a~t increased in of increase 

Sugar: 
Raw, world (pound)-------------------------------------------------- 2.2 cents _______________ 2.5 cents ___________________________ 0.3 cent __ ____________ _ 
Raw, Cuba (pound)---- ------ ------------------ ____ -------------- ___ _ 1.76 cents _________ _____ 2 cents __ ______________________ ___ _ 0.24 cent_ ____________ _ 
Refined, world (pound)----------------- _________ -------- __ .. --------- 2.39 cents ____ ________ __ 2.65 cents ____ ______________________ 0.26 cent. ______ __ ____ _ 
Blackstrap molasses, under general tariff (gallon) ____________________ _ 0.167 cent _____________ 0.03 cent per pound total sugars t __ 0.16 cent_ ____________ _ 

Maple sugar and maple sirup: 

~:~}: ~~ &g~:3?~=============== ============ === === =============== -~-~~~---~~= ============ 
8 cents ________________ ____ ____ ____ 4 cents _______________ _ 
5!-2 cents __________________________ 1.5 cents ___ ___________ _ 

· Dextrose, testing not above 99.7 per cent, and dextrose sirup ______________ 1.5 cents ______________ _ 
Sugarcane (ton) ___ .------------------------------.------------------------ $L --------------------

2 cents ____________________________ 0.5 cent ______________ _ 

$2.50 .. ------------------ ---------- $1.50 .. -- --~-----------

1 Equivalent to 0.183 cent per gallon. Rates per gallon based on 52 per cent total sugars. 
SCHEDULE 6 

Amount by 

13.64 
13.64 
10.88 
9. 58 

lOJ.OO 
37.50 
33.' 33 

150.00 

Commodity Rate of duty in 1922 
act Rate of duty in 1930 act which duty Per cent 

is increased of increase 
In 1930 act 

Cigar wrapper tobacco:' 
Unstemme~ 

Under general tariff (pound) ________________________ -------------------------- $2.10.- _ -------------- $2.275. __ . -------- ________ . ____ _-__ __ 17. 5 cents. 8. 33 
From Cuba (pound>--------- --- --------------------- --- ---- ------------------ $2.Io--ZO per cent ______ $2 275--30 per cent _________________ 14 cents___ 8.33 

Stemmed (pound)---_,__---------------------- __ ------._ . ------------------------- $2.75. -L·------------ -- 2.925. _ --------- - ~~ --------------- 17. 5 cents. 6: 36 

1 Includes filler tobacco ~hen mixed or packed with more than 35 per cent of wrapper tobacco. 

SCHEDICLE 7 

Commodity Rate of duty in 1922 
act Rate of duty in 1930 act 

Amount by which Per cent 
duty is increased in of in-
1930 act 

-- Live cattle: 

~ii:~Ef:~~E~=~~~r~~~=~~=~jj===~~~~~~~=~-= :i~~~j==~===~~j~~~= :;~~1==~j=~ij~~=~~~jjj=j=~~==~j _i~~~~~~~jjj~~j~~~~ 
Dried blood albumen: 

66.67 
100.00 
50.00 

100.00 
IOQ,OO 

~i;~= ::::: ==== == = ========== = :::::::::: = == =::::: ::: ======~= :: =~== ==: = = =: _ ~r_e_~o ~ ~== ====== == ==== . ~2ce~~ = = =:: == ::: ===== ======= :::: ~2ce~~!~: :: = === :::::::: = ===: === =: 

~~~~<he~>--~~-~-~~~=======-===================================·======= == -~:: :d.o-==== ============ _ ~= :(JO':============= ============== _!~::£iii.~====== ========= ~: ~ 
Meats, mutton and lamb: 

· t~~n6~~~~~~)-: :~::::=:=:::::::================== =:::::::::==== ~~.;;i~~~======== ====== ~ :~~~= ================ =========== ~~e~~~============ == Swine (pound) 7\1 cent _ 2 cents ____________________________ 1~ cents · 

j~~~~~t~~~~~~)~;,;~~t:/~~-~~~. :-~-~~;~ :r~~;;=~~~;:~j=j;_=; -~~~f:-j~j~\-;;;;_;;_j-:~\-~~~: -i~~~~jj;~_;~;;;~;~ 
Canned beef (pound>-------- -------- -- ------ ------------------------------- 20 per cent ____________ 6 cents, not less than 20 per cent ___ 3.56 cents _____________ _ 
Other canned meats.------------------------------------------------------- ____ .do._~_------------ _____ do ________ ------ ----__ ________ 3.4.2 cents. ___________ : 

~~~~~r~~r o~r~;~~eJS:iirag~ ~g~:~~==========================~==~==== ~====~~= = == ============ =====~~= === =========~============== ~:~ ~~~==:: ======:;: 

. ~~:k~t~r.«!~~:~~r.~~~~~~~~-~~~~~!~-~-~~~=======~=~=============== =====~~=: ============== =====~g= == = ======================== ~:~ ~~~t = = = ========= ·Milk and cream: 
Whole milk ________________________ -- --- ----------------- ------ -- _____ _ 
Sour milk and buttermilk (gallon>-------------------------------------
Cream (gallon)_-------- ______ ---------- __ ---------- ------ ---------------

2H cents 1 ____ _______ 6Y:i cents _______________ __ 4 cents _______ ___ ____ _ _ 
1 cent_ _______ _________ 2Hlo cents 2------------------------ 1.05 cents ___ ____ ___ __ _ 
20 cents 3 __ ---------- __ 56.6 cents. ___ --------------------- 36.6 cents ____ ---------

Condensed OT evaporated milk and related products: 
Cream powder (pound) ___ .. -------------------------------~-----______ 7 cents_-------------__ 12~ cents.-------------- ------ ---- 5.33 cents ____ ---------
Condensed, etc.- . Sweetened (pound) ________________________________________________ _ 

Unsweetened (pound)----- ------- ---------- -----------------------
17\1 cents.-------------1 cent ___ ___ _-__________ _ 2~ cents.-------------------------

1~io cents.------ ___________ ______ _ 1.25 cents. ___ ---------0.8 cent. _____________ _ 
All other (pound) _____ -------- ------- ---- -___________ . : .. ------ ___ _ 

Whole milk powder (pound) ___________ -------------------------- ------Skim milk powder (pound) ___ _________________________________________ _ 
Malted milk and compounds, mixtures, and substitutes for milk and 

1}8 cents _____________ _ 
3 cent.s _______________ _ 
1}11 cents _____________ _ 
20 per cent ___________ _ 

2.53 cents. ______ ------ -- _________ _ 
6H2 cents ____ ___ ---- ____ ----------
3 cents. _________ --------- ________ _ 
35 per cent_ _____ _________ ________ _ 

1.155 cents. ___ ----- ---
3.083 cents. __ : _-------17\1 cents ____ ________ :_ 
15 per cent_ __________ _ 

cream. 
Butter (pound) ___ ___ ____ ___ _ -------------------- -- -------- __ -----_________ 8 cents • _____ __ ___ ___ _ _ 14 cents. __ --------_-------------__ 6 cents. ____ -----------
Oleomargarine and other butter substitutes (pound) ___________________________ do. __ __ ----------- _____ do ___ ------------------------ _____ do.--- --- ---------
Cheese and substitutes (pound) .• -------------------- ------------------- 5 cents, not less than 7 cents, not less than 35 per cent_ __ 2 cents, not less than 

· 25 per cent.b 10 per cent. 
Birds, liye, poultry: Ljve poultri (pound>-------------------------~------ 3 cents _____ ___ ___ _____ 8 cents ____________________________ 5 cents _____ ____ ______ _ 
Birds, dressed or undressed: 

Poultry, dressed or undressed {pound).~------------------------------- 6 cents _______ ~ -------- 10 cents ____ ______________________ _ 4 cents ~-- -------------
Oame birds, dressed or undressed (pound) ______________________________ 8 cents._-------------- _____ do. ________ ------------------- 2 cents. ______ ___ ___ : __ 
Game birds, canned. ______ ------- _____ ____________________ -------_____ 35 per cent."------- _______ .do _______ --------------------- ------------------------

1 Rate on fresh milk changed by presidential proclamation from 2H to 3~ cents per gallon, effective June 13, 1929. 
2 Rate includes skim milk and buttermilk. · 
a Rate on cream changed by presidential proclamation from 20 to 30 cents per gallon, effective June 13, 1929. . 

100 .• 00 
75.00 

300.:00 
233.33 
62. 50 
62.-50 

200.00 
25.00 
50.00 

145.75 
132. 10 
150.35 

79-:85 
153.95 
111.85 
162.45 

160..00 
105. ()() 

- U!3.00 

76.19 

83.33 
0.00 

84.00 
102.77 
100.00 
75.00 

75.00 
75. 00 
40.00 

166.67 

66.07 
25.00 
37.'51 

t Rate on butter changed by presidential proclamation from 8 cents to 12 cents per poun~. effective Apr. 5, 1926. 
. • Rate on Emmenthaler or Swiss cheese changed by presidentfal proclamation from 5 cents per pound, not less than 25 per oont ad valorem to 7~2 cents per pound and 
n~t Jess than 3731 per cent ad valorem, e.ffective July 8, 1~27. 
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' 
SCHKDULE 7;-continued 

• .. ~. 11 ' • ~ 't 
- - --

Rate or duty in 1922 
act 

Amount by which Per cent 
Commodity Rate of duty in 1930 act duty is increased in of in-

1930 act crease 

Eggs or poultry in the shell, frozen whole eggs, yolks and whites, and dry 
whole eggs, yolks, and whites (albumen): 
Eggs in the shell (dozen)________ ____ _____ __________ __ _____________ ____ __ 8 cents ________ -------_ 10 cents_--------------____________ 2 cents._----------- __ _ 
Whole eggs, egg yolks, and egg albumen, frozen or otherwise prepared 6 cents t ______________ 11 cents ___________________________ 5 cents ____ ___________ _ 

25.00 
83.33 

or preserved (pound). 
Wheat (bushel of 60 pounds) ___ --------------------------------------------
Whea-t flour, semolina, etc. ______ ------- ___________ ---------------- __ -------
Buckwheat (100 pounds) ___ ._----------- _____________ -----------·----------
Corn (:flint type) (bushel) ____ ------------ ___________________________ ----- __ 
Cracked corn (bushel) _______________________________________________ -- ~ ___ _ 
Corn meal, flour, grits, etc. (100 pounds>------------------------------------
Oats (bushel) ____________________________________________ ---- ------------ __ _ 
Rice paddy or rice having outer hull on (pound) ___________________________ _ 
Uncleaned rice or rice free of the outer hull, etc. (pound) ___________________ _ 
Cleaned rice (pound) _____________________________ --------------------------
Rice flour, meal, polish, bran, and broken rice (pound) ____________________ _ 
Soybean oil cake and soybean oil cake meal and all other vegetable oil cake 

30 cents! ______________ ·42 cents_--------------------------
78 cents 3 _____________ _ 104 cents _________ ____ ____ ____ ____ _ 
10 cents------------~-- 25 cents _____ ___ __________________ _ 
15 cents_______________ _ __ do __________________ ------- ___ _ 
_ __ do__ ___________ ____ _ __ do ___ -------- _________________ _ 
30 cents_- -----------__ 50 cents_------- ____ ------------- __ 15 cents _______________ 16 cents _____________________ _____ _ 
1 cent _________________ IX cents _________________________ _ 
1~ cents ____ _________ _ 1,% cents _________________________ _ 
2 cents ________________ 2,% cents ____ __ ___ ______ _____ ___ __ _ 
~cent ________________ %cent ___________________________ _ 
Free------ ------------ :rio cent ___ ____ ___ --------------- __ 

12 cents_______________ 40.00 
26 cents ___ ____________ 33.00 
15 cents__ _____________ 150.00 
10 cents_______________ 66.67 
___ do__________ ___ ____ 66. &7 
20 cents_______________ 66.67 
1 cent __ _______________ 6.6fi 
~ cent-- - --- -~---- -- - - 25.00 _ __ do_____________ ____ 20. 00 
72 cent_--------------- 25.00 
~scent . - - -- -~-- ------- 25.00 :rio cent _______ _______ ___ _______ _ 

and oil cake meal (pound). 
Cherries, maraschino, prepared or preserved (pound)_---------------------- 40 per ce.nL ----------- 9~ cents+40 per cent.------------ 9}2 cents _------------- 103. 02 
Apricots, dried (pound) ___ ---------~------------------------------------- - 72 cent_ ___ ____ -----~-- 2 cents_--------------------------- 1~ cents_------------- 300.00 
Cherries, sulphured, or in brine, stemmed or pitted (pound) ________ ________ 2 cents~--------------- 972 cents_------------------------- 7,% cents_------------- 375.00 
Vinegar (proof gallon) ________ -------- __________ ---------- ______ ---_-- -_---- 6 cents ____ --- -__ ------ 8 cents ___ --------------- ____ ----_- 2 cents_--------------- 33. 33 
Orange and lemon peel, prepared or preserved in any manner (pound)______ 5 cents_--------------- __ ___ do .. ----------- --------------- 3 cents_--------------- 60.00 
Citron, candied or otherwise prepared or preserved (pound)__-------------- 4,% cents_------------- 6 cents_--------------------------- 1~ cents_------------- 33.00 
Figs, fresh, dried, or in brine (pound)_______________________________________ 2 cents_--------------- 5 cents_--------------------------- 3 cents_--------------- 150.00 
Figs, preserved or prepared in any manner_ ________________________________ 35 per cent_ ______ ___ __ 40 per cent_ _______________________ 5 per cent_ _________ _:__ 14.29 
Dates, fresh or dried, with pits removed (pound)-------- ~ ------------------ 1 cent_ ____ ___ _________ 2 cents ____________________ ___ _____ 1 cent_________________ 100.00 
Dates, fresh or dried, in packages weighing not more than 10 pounds _____________ do _______ ---- ----- 7}2 cents ___________________ ,______ 6% cents.------------- 650.00 

~:~s~sg~~~~a~d~i1I"(pound)~ ~~======== ==== ~=== == ~======= ==== ==== ==== ==== == ~ :~t === =====~====== ~~e~~~~====== ======== ====== == ==== ~c:~~= === =~==== = ===== 1~: ~ 

!~JfS~l~:j~~::: :~:~::~:::~~:~~:: ~~~=~~~~~~~~= ~~::~~~~:=~~= -~~~;~~:~~~~:=:~: r, ~~:: ~::::::: :::~ ::~~ ~:::~~:: _ ~~~: ~~~ ~~~~=~~~~~ ~ <·~ 5 
Pineapples in bulk, g~neral tarifi (each)_----- ____ -------------------------- ~cent________________ 1% cents __ ------------------------ Hz cent_ ___ ----------- 55.56 

~Fn:£P~ef (;~;:d~c-~~~=:::=::: ====~== ==== ===: ==== ::============ ==== ==== ~·~~;~~~- ::: ::==== ~=~ r 0:~!~= ~=== ~===~~====== ~== = ==== =~ ~U~e~~~"---~=======: == 3~: ~ 
~w~~~~ &~ts, ~go, 2ied.·,-or _p_rellerved========~=====~=~====~=======-===~== _:~-~d~~~~=~===~~===== 15 

cents ___ ___ ----------- -- -------- -------------------- -- -- <
5{4. 29 40$6 _..oe __ r __ c_e_n_t ____ -_______ - _- ____ = __________ • ____ - _________ -_- $45 P_ er ___ c_e_n_ t ___ : _-_- ___ -= _____ - _____ _ 

Tulips, lily, and narcissus bulbs, and lily of the valley pips (1,000) __________ $2____________ ____ _____ _ _ 200.00 

!:~~~1~?t:J~tr~:~t~~>~-~~==== === ==== :::: ==== ==== ======== ============ 1~ ~~i~:~============~= ir~c:~~~ == ======== ===========~== f~c~~~i;============== 
1

~: ~ . Almonds, otherwise prepared or (preserved (pound) _________________________ 35 per cent_ ___________ 1872 cents ___ -__________________ ____ --- --------------------- (') 

~:~~~si>~\~~~agr~~~r-~~--~~~~~================================== ~ ~~~ ~~~t=========== -~~-~~~~=========================== =======~================ ~:~ 
Almond paste, general tariff (pound) __ ____ --------------------------- ------ 14 cents.-------------- 18X cents . --- --------------------- 4~ cents.------------- 32. 14 

Soybeans (pound)---------------------------------------------------------- ~cent_ _______________ 2 cent.s. --------------------------- 1~ cents-------------- 300.00 
Grass seeds: 

Orchard grass (pound)----------_------------------- -- ------------------ 2 cents ___ -----------__ 5 cents ______ -~------- __ ----------- 3 cents- __ -------------
SwC('t clover (pound).-------------------------------------------------- _____ do _________________ 4 cents.--------------------------- 2 cents.-------------- -
Alfalfa (pound) _______________ -----------------------------------------_ 4 cents_------- ---- --__ 8 cents. __ ___________ ------ ____ ---- 4 cents----------------
Alsike clover (pound) ___________________ -----------------------_------ ______ .do __________________ ____ do ___ ---- ------------------- ________ do ____ -------------
Crimson clover (pound) -- ---------------------------: ________________ __ 1 cent _______________ __ 2 cents-- -- --------------- ------ --- 1 cent ________________ _ 
R-ed clover (pound) ____ . _____ :. ___ ---- _ _. ______ -- --------------------_----- 4 cents._ __ ____________ 8 cents.-------------------_-----__ 4 cents--------_-------
White clover (pound) _______ ______ ------------------------------ ~ ------- 3 cents.--------------- 6 cents_------------ ___ -___ -------- 3 cents .----------- ----

~i~~~:t~~~~; -~_:::~:: ::~~=~~~:~: ~~~-~~ -~:: :~~~~:=::: :[ :~t-= ~:~::::~~ :~_:- :;;.~~ -:~~~~ =~- ~~~~~-~--_- ~ ~ -:~- -~~j --~ ~~:: ~~-:::~:I 
Tall oat grass (pound) ________ -------------------- ____ -- ____ ------------ ___ _ .do ______________________ do _________ -- ------------------ ____ .do __ ------- ---_----
Bent grass (pound)------------------------------------- __ ---- __ -------- ____ _ do_________________ 40 cents. _____ -----________________ 38 cents.---------- __ _ _ 
Rye grass (pound) __ _ ._---_-------_------------------------- _____ ------- _____ do_________________ 3 cents. _________________ ----______ 1 cent ___ ---------- ___ _ 

Other garden and field seeds: 
Cabbage (pound) _____ ------------------------ __ ---- ----------- --------- 10 cents_______________ 12 cents.------- __________ -----____ 2 cents_---------- ____ _ 
Radish (pound)-------------------------------------------------------- 4 cents_-- ----- -------_ 6 cents._------------ ___ ------- ---- ____ .do ___ ---- __ ---_----
Turnip (pound)_---------- --------_------------ ____ ----------------- ________ do___ ______________ 5 cents. __ ------ ----------- --- ---__ 1 cent. ___ _ ------ __ ----
Rutabaga (pound) ______ ---- ___ ----------------------------------- _____ ______ do __ ___________________ .do _________ --- -____ ------------ ____ .do _____ ___ ---------

Green beans (pound)- --- ------- ---------------- --- ------------------- -- ---- ~cent__-------------- 372 cents.------------------------- 3 cents.---------------

~~1~~e~~~~~~J-oiunsbeli~(}"<]:J~ti~(iL================================ -~~e~~~~~==== == ======== ~ :!~============================ ~~~~~~= ============= 
Sugar beets (ton)---- - -- --- ------------------------------------------------- 80 cents long ton ______ 80 cents short ton ____ _____________ ---- -- ---------- -- ------
Canned beans (pound) ___ ----- --- - ----------------------------------------- 2 cents.--------------- 3 cents __ -------- ----- ----------- -- 1 cent_ _______________ _ 
Black eyed cowpeas (pound)--------- --- ------------------------------------ I~ cents _____ _____ ___ ___ ___ do ___ ____ -------------________ 1U cents.- ----- -- -----
Mushrooms, canned ____ __ ____ ____________ ___ _______________________________ 45 per cent ____________ 10 cents on drained weight plus 5 cents_- -- ------ ----- -

. 45 per cent. 

150.'00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
200.00 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00-

150.00 
150.00 

1, 900.00 
50.00 

20.00 
50.00 
25.00 
25.00 

600.00 
71.42 

100.00 
12.00 
50.00 
71.42 

156.24 

Mushrooms, fresh or dried _____ __ ---- --------------------------------------- _____ do_______ _________ 10 cents plus 4-5 per cent___________ 10 cents._______ _______ 28. 67 
Peas, green (pound) _____ _ ---------------------_--------- ---------------____ 1 cent. ______ ----- ----_ 3 cents ____ _______ --------------- -- 2 cents __ ----- -- -______ 200.00 
Chick-peas, fresh (pound)------------------- ------- ----------- ----- -------- Free________________ __ 2 cents ________ __ ------------------ _____ do _____ __________________ __ _ 
peas, dried (pound)--- ---------------------------- --------------------- ----1 1 cent _________________ 1%: cents ____ ___ ______ ___________ __ %cent______ __ ________ 75.00 

' Rates on whole egg, egg yolk, and egg albumen, frozen or otherwise prepared or preserved, n. s. p. f., changed by presidential proclamation from 6 cents to 7~ cents 
per pound, effective Mar. 2, 1929. -

2 Rates on wheat changed by presidential proclamation from 30 cents to 42 cents per bushel on Apr. 6, 1924. 
3 Rates on wheat flour, semolina, etc., changed by presidential proclamation from 78 cents to 104 cents per bushel on Apr. 6, 1924. 
• Rate on cherries, sulphured, or in brine, stemmed or pitted, changed by presidential proclamation from 2 cents to 3 cents, effective Jan. 2, 1928. 
a Not. calculable as imports not separately stated. 
6 The rate of 22.\4 cents per crat.e of 1.96 cubic feet, act of 1922, is equivalent to 28.13 cents per crate of 2.45 cubic feet, as specified in act of 1930. 
7 Unshelled. Changed by presidential proclamation from 3 to 472 cents, February 18, 1929, shelled, from 4 to 6 cents. 
s Changed by presidential proclamation from 40 to 56 cents, June 13, 19'29. 
g Drained weight is equivalent to approximately one-half of total weight. 
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SCHEDULE 7-continued 

Commodity 

Peas, split (pound) ____ - -------------------- ____ ----------------------------
Chick-peas, dried (pound) ____ -------------- - ---------- --- -----------------
Onions 1 ___ _ ________ ___ _________ --- --- - --- - ------------- _ ------ -- -------- __ _ 

White potatoes (100 pounds) _____ ------ --- ----- --- ------ -- ------------- ~ ---
';l'omatoes in natural state. ________ ----------- -------------------------- ----
Canned toiDB.toes _____________ ------ _ ---------------------------------------
Tomato paste . __________ ___ ------- ----------- ----- -------------------------
Turnips (100 pounds) _____________________ ----------- _______ ----------------
Vegetables in their natural state: 

Rate of duty in 1922 
act Rate of duty in 1930 act 

1~ cents._------------ 272 cents_----------------------- __ Free._________________ 1 ~ cents ____________ __ __ _________ _ 
1 cent ____ _____ ____ ____ 272 cents------~------------------ -
50 cents ___________ ____ 75 cents __ ___ ___________________ _ _ 
72 cent_ _______________ 3 cents ___________________________ _ 
15 per cent ____________ 50 per cent_ __ _______ __ __________ _ _ 
40 per cent ______________ ___ do ____ ____ ____ _ --------- _____ _ 
12 cents _____ _____ _____ 25 cents ______ ___ : ________________ _ 

JuNE 14 

Amount by which Per cent 
duty is increased in of in-
1930 act creas~ 

1~ cents______________ 100.00 
1% cents ___________ ___ ----------
17\! ce:tts _____ --------- 150. 00 
25 cents________ _______ 50.00 
2Y2 cents______________ 500.00 
35 per cent ____ _______ _ 233.33 
10 per cent_ ______ ___ _.~ 25.00 
13 cents_______________ 108 .. 33 

Celery-~- _____ ---- ____ -----------------------_-------------------------- 25 per cent._----------- 2 cents ____ -------------- ____ __ ____________ --------------- _ 48. OS 
Peppers (pound) _______ -------- ___ ----- __ --------------_--------------- _____ do. ____ -------____ 3 cents ____ ---- ____ ------- _______________ __ __________ : ___ __ 310. 88 
Eggplant (pound) _____ ----------------------- ___ ____ ------ __________ --- _____ do _____ --------- ______ .do. ___________ -------- ________ __ _ __ _ __ __ ___ _ ___ ___ ____ 331. 64 
Cucumbers (pound) __ -- ---_-------- __ ---------------- _______________________ do __ ________________ ___ do __ ___ ___________________ _______________ ______ ___ ---~ 106. 68 
Horseradish (pound) __ __ ___ ---- ___ _ ---- __ ---------------_______________ Free __________ ------- ______ do __________ ---~ --- - _____ ___ __ 3 cents _______ _____ ___ _____ _____ _ 

~~W~~e <~o':~i-~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~====~==~=======~=~=~=~========~~~~= - =~-~~~~~~~~~========= = -~ -~~~--~ ~======~==========~= ~~ ==~= ~~ ~~~=~~ ~ ~== == ==== ==== == ~: ~~ Cabbage (pound) _______ ------ __ -------- _____ ----- ___ ------ --------- __ ____ ___ do _____ ___ -------- _____ do_________________________ ___ ____ _ _ _ __ _ __ __ ____ ___ _ __ 470. 43 

sau:;~:~~~
1

-~~-~~ ~~-~~!~ ~~-~~~!_----=~ ===== ================================= -35-p~~ceiii: ::: ======== -~-~~ro~~~= ::: ====== ======= === ==== i~ ~=~ :~~=: :::::::::: 1~: og 
Acorn and dandelion roots: 

Otherwise prepared (pound) ______________ ________ ---- - ----~------------ 3 cents_------------- __ 4 cents ________________________ ___ _ 1 cent_________________ 33.33 
Chicory, crude (pound) _____ ----- -- ---- ---- __ -- ____ ---- _______ -------__ ____ 172 cents __ c. _________ _ 
Hay-- ---- _______ ___ ___ _____ ------- ___ -------------- _______ --------------___ $4 long ton __________ _ _ 

2 cents ________ __ ______ _____ ___ ____ ~cent--------~------- 33.33 
$5 short ton ____________________ ___ , 1.60_ _________________ ·10. 00 

Straw ____________ ---------------------------- ________ ---------------------- $1 long ton _________ _ _ $1.50 short ton ___________________ _ 6 cents ____ ___ ;______ _ 68.00 
Broomcorn _____ --- ----------------------------------------------___________ Free. ________________ _ $20 short ton·------------- - --~---- $2) ____ ________________ ---- --- ---
Lupulin (pound) __ __ __________ _ ------------------ ____________ : __ ----------- 75 cents ______________ _ 
Mustard seed, whole (pound) ____________ --------- -------- ----------------- 1 cent_---------- - -- - __ 
Mustard, ground or prepared in bottles or otherwise (pound) _______________ 8 cents _______________ _ 
Cotton having a staple of 1~i inches or more in length ______________________ Free __ __ ____________ _ _ 

$1.50 __ ------------------- _ -- -- _ __ _ 75 cents___________ ____ 100. 00 
2 cents __ _______ _____ _________ __ ___ 1 cent_ ___ _____________ IOO. 00 
10 cents __ ------------------------_ 2 cents ____ ----------__ 25. 00 7 cents _______________ __ ___________ 7 cents ________________ -- ------- -

Cherries, dried, desiccated, or evaporated ________________ ______ __ ___________ 2 cents _______________ _ 6 cents ________ ------______ ________ 4 cents__ ______________ 200. 00 
Fig paste (pound)__ __________ _____ __________ ___ ___________ ___ _______ _______ 35 per cent_-----------
Fruits, candied, crystallized or glace, apricots, figs, dates, J;>eaches, pears, _____ do _______________ _ 

plums, prunes, prunellas, berries, and other fruits, D. S. p, (. 

5 cents. _____ --------------- ______________________ ___ _ .:__ __ (t) 
40 per cent_ ________ _________ ______ 5 per cent_________ ____ 14.29 

Capsicum or red pepper or cayenne pepper: 
Dnground (pound)_-- ------------------ ---_--------------------------__ 2 cents _____ ·___________ 5 cents __ ---------- __ --------______ 3 cents _______________ _ 150.00 

60.00 Ground (pound) __ ___ -------------------------- ----------------------__ 5 cents_----------___ __ 8 cents._-------------------- ______ __ ___ do ____ ---------- __ 
Paprika: 

Unground (pound)_-------------------------------------------------- __ 
1 

2 cents _______ ------ --- 5 cents_-------------------------- ______ do ____ ---- ---- ___ _ 150.00 

I Changed by Pre ident's proclamation from 1 to 172 cents per pound on Jan. 21, 1929. 
2 Import statistics not separately reported. 

Commodity 

SCHEDULE 8 

Rates of duties in 1922 
act Rates or duties in 1930 act 

Amount by which 
duties are increased 

in 1930 act 
Per cent 
increase 

Concentrated juice of citrus fruits fit for beverage purposes (gallon) -------1 Free._- _~---------- - -__ 70 cents_------------ -" ------------ 70 cents~-------------- ------------

1 On content of unconcentrated natural fruit juices. 

Commodity 

Flax, unmanufactured: 

SCHEDULE 10 

Rates of duties in 1922 
act Rates of duties in 1930 act 

Amount by which 
duties are increased 

in 1930 act 

Straw (ton)----- - -- ______ -------- __ : _. __ ---- - - __________ -------------- $2_ ____ ______ _ ____ _ ___ _ $3 _________ -------------------- __ __ L _____________ _____ _ _ 
Flax, not hackled (pound) ____________________________________________ 1 cent_ ______ __________ 172 cents ___ __________________ _____ 72 cent_ ___ ____ _______ _ 
Flax, hackled (pound) ___ --------------------------------------------- 2 cents ___ ------------- 3 cents _____________ : __ ~ ------- ---- I cent_ _________ ______ _ 
Flax, tow (pound) ____________________________________________________ %:'cent_ ___ __ __________ I cent _____________________________ ~cent_ ____ __________ _ 
Flax, noils (pound>--------------------------------------------------- -~---do __ -------------- _____ do __ ---------- - ------- -- ----- - _____ do __ --------------

Hemp, unmanufactured: 
Not hackled (pound>------------------------------------------------- 1 cent_ __ ____ _______ ___ 2 cents ______ _ ~ -- ---=-------------- 1 cent_ _______ ________ _ 
Hackled (pound)_-----------------------------~-----------------_____ 2 cents__ ___ __________ _ 372 cents_------------------------- 172 cents_-------------
Tow (pound)---- ___ -------------------- ____________ ---------- ________ ·1 cent.___ ___ __________ 2 cents ____ ---------- _____ ------- __ 1 cent _______ _________ _ 

SCHEDULE It 

1922 

Amount 

Commodity Equivalent Rate 1930 by which 
clean duty is Rate of ratr per content increased · duty in pound or in 1930 act 1922.act clean 

content 

. ' 
Wool for manulacture: 

Carpet wools, dutiable- Cents Gems Cents Cents 
In grease (pound) _______________ --------- __ ----------- _____________ _____ --- __ -- -· --- _________________ - 12 23 24 1.0 On ski.n (pound) ____________ _____________ ____________ _______ _________ _____ ___ _____ ____ ___________ ___ _ 11 22 22 ---------- --

J 24 24 ------------
14 27 27 -----------· 

Was had (pound) __ __ _____________________ ___ ________________________________ _. ___ ______ __ ~_ :. ____ _____ _ 
courcd (pound) ___________________ ___ _____________________________________ -~ ______ ___ _____________ _ _ 

Wool sorted or matchings not scoured (pound) _________________________________________________________ ____ _ _ I 12-24 24 25 1.0 
Clothing and combing wool: 

In grease (pound) ___________________________________ ---------- __________________________________________ _ 31 31 34 3.0 
Washed (pound) ________ _ ------- _____ ____ ________ -------------- ____________ ___ __________________________ _ 31 31 34 3.0 
On skin (pound) __ ------- ______ __ ___ _. _____________ -- -- ---------- _________ _ _____________________________ _ 30 30 32 2.0 Scoured (pound) ___ _____ _________ ____ ____ _______________________________________________________________ _ 31 32 37 5.0 

M~~ . In greaso (pound) _______________________________________________________ : _______________________________ _ 3I 31 34 3.0 W aslted (pound) _______________________________________________________________________________________ _ 3I 31 34 3.0 
On skin (pound) ______ --------------·--- _________ __________________________________ ___ ___ _____ __________ _ 30 30 32 2.0 
Scoured (pound) __ __ ----- ----- __ __ ____________ ---------------------_----------------- ~ __________________ _ 31 32 37 5.0 

I 12 ctnts per pound in the grviSe, 1 cents per pound washed, 24 cents per pound scoured. 

Per cent 
increase 

50.00 
50.00 
50.00 
33.33 
33.33 

100.00 
75.00 

100.00 

Increase 

Per cent 
4. 35 

------------
-------- ......... -
-----·------

4 .. 17 

9. 68 
9. 68 
6. 67 

15.62 

9. 68 
9.68 
6.67 

15.62 
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SCHEJDULE 15 . 

Commodity Rate of duty in 1922 
act Rate of duty in 1930 act 

Amount by which Per cent 
duty is increased in of in· 
1930 act crease 

1 30 per cent i.f fancy leather. 2 10 per cent if not bovine, 30 per cent if fancy. 

TABLES SHOWl~G BE~EFITS 'N FAR:\IER 

In connection with the agricultural increases, I have inserted 
a number of tables, but I desire to call attention to just one. 

I have had prepared by experts an an. wer to the inquiry 
,,·hether the adYantage the farmer obtains from the tariff equal
izes or exceeds the cost to him of articles that are dutiable that 
he buys. I haYe had this information carefully compiled, and 
I will print it in the REcoRD. 

The first .how the fact · for a farm of two hundred and thirty· 
odd acre"• iu the southern part of Ohio, operating in general 
farming, but producing chiefly stock for market. There is first 
given the farm receipts, item by item, the amotmts and the 
dutie. on them, making the total duty obtained by the farmer, 
-if they are fully effective-and, of course, we can only a sume 
in either case that they are fully effectlve-$1,206. Then fol
lows a detailed list of the farm expenseR.., food and provision. , 
clothing1 hou ehold operating expenses, and everything the 
farm consumed during the year, which shows that on all 
these items, if the duties were fully effective, the farmer would 
pay $182, while his benefit would be $1,206. 

I baye the same tabulation for a farm in Iowa, which shows 
that on such a farm--

:Mr. SIROVICH. Has the gentleman cornparatiye tables to 
bow the difference between this tariff and the old tariff? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; not here, but I am having such a com
pari on compiled to be printed for the use of Members. 

Mr. SIROVICH. I mean on the same basis. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have not had that table computed. This 

farm in Iowa, a general farm, would get a benefit of $1,679 
and pay duties on articles purchased for the use of the farm 
and the household of $171 if the duties in both instances were 
fully effective. -

During the progress of the legislation it has been contended 
that the average ad valorem for agriculture is lower than the 
~ verage ad valorem for industry. Taking into consideration all 
the agricultural item. in all the schedule. , the average ad 
Yalorem for agriculture in the bill is higher than that for the 
manufacturing schedules. 

It has also been urged that the protection to the farmer was 
offset in a large degree by the amount of duties he pays on 
manufactured articles which he purchases. I haYe had pre-

pared by experts a detailed statement of the amount of duties 
on the products a farmer will sell and also the amount of the 
duties on the articles he will buy. 

The first is taken from a study of 300 farms in outhern 
<?hio made by the Department of Agriculture, giving first a 
h~t of th.e products solfl and then a list of the purchases made, 
With dut1es reckoned on the rates in t~e pending bill. 

A~ onro FAin£ 

The data for this farm were furnished by the Department of 
Agriculture. The owner and operator of this farm was one of 
the more uccessful of over 300 studied by the Department of 
Agt·iculture in southern Ohio for the year 1926. 

The farm family consisted of the farmer, his wife, a daughter 
18 ~-ears of age, and a son 12 ~-ears of age. 

'This farm consisted of acres divided as follows: 16 acres in 
corn, 10 acres in wheat, 6 acre in oats, 30 acres in bay; 3 acres 
in soybeans, 3 acres in apples, 155 acres in pa ture. 

Dairy and poultry were the two chief sources of income. 
The number of li\·estock kept were as follows: 3 horses, 10 
cow , 20 other cattle, 4 brood sows, 215 chickens. 

Farm. rece-ipts 

Unit of I Quan-
qnantity Value tity 

----------------1 
Rate of duty Article 

Farm sales: 
Heifers _____________ Pound __ 
Calves, ________________ do ___ _ 
Bulls __________________ do ___ , 
Strers _____________ , ___ do ___ _ 
Hogs __________________ do ___ _ 
Hens_, _______________ ,do ___ _ 
Milk _______________ Gallon __ 
Eggs________________ Dozen __ _ 
Straw ___ ,__________ Ton ____ , 

$522 
220 
50 

100 
300 
135 
540 

1, 500 
36 

8, iOO 3 cents per pound __ _ 
2, 000 2Yz cents per pound __ 
1, 500 3 cents per pound_, __ 
1, 450 _____ do __ ---- - - ------
3,600 2centa per pound __ , 

562 8 cents per pound __ , 
3, 900 6Yz cents per gallon __ 
4, 320 10 cents per dozen __ _ 

3 $1.50 per ton _______ _ 

Amount 
of duty 

$261. ()() 
50.00 
45.00 
43.50 
72. ()() 
44.96 

253.50 
432.00 

4.50 
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E:rpensu 

Article 

FARM 

Dutiable: 

Unit of 
quantity Value 

Mixed feed ••.. Ton _________ $120.00 
Salt. __________ 100 pounds.. 5. 00 

Chicken mash. Ton_________ 204.00 
Clover seed ____ BusheL____ 33.00 
Timothy seed. _____ do_______ 7. 00 
Soybeans __ _______ __ do_______ 3. 00 
Balingwire ____ Pound______ 12.00 
Auto tires.. •... -------------- 50.00 

Quan
tity Rate of duty 

3 10 per cent ad valorem. 
5 11 cents per hundred-

weight. 
4 10 per cent ad valorem. 
1~ 8 cents per pound. ___ _ 
2 2cents per pound .•.•• 
2 _._ ••. do _______________ _ 

300 ~cent per pound .•... 
10 per cent ad valorem. 

Pigs___________ Number____ 134.00 19 
Chicks.------- _____ do.______ 75.00 500 

2 cents per pound. ___ _ 
4 cents each __________ _ 

----
TotaL _______ -------------- 643.00 --::.::.= ------------------------

Free. 

Amount. 
of duty 

$9.00 
.55 

15.20 
7. 20 
1.80 
2.40 
1. 50 
2. 50 
7. 60 

20.00 

67.75 

Bones _________ 100 pounds.. 5. 00 1 Free __________________ ---------
Oyster shelL •. _____ do______ 6. 00 6 ____ _ do ________________ ----~----
Fertilizer ______ Ton__ ____ ___ 104.00 4 __ ___ do ________________ --------
Twine_________ Pounds.____ 3. 00 20 _____ do •. -------------- ---------
Gasoline and -------------- 75.00 -------- - -- --------------------- ---------

oil. ----- t-
TotaL _______ ---------- - --- 193 . .00 -- - ---- ------------------------ --·-------

Other:l 
Farm improve------ - -------

ments. 
Labor ___ -- - --- --------------
Machinery re- ------------ - 

pairs. 
Dwelling re- -------------

pairs. 
Other building --------------

repairs. 

60.00 

75. ()() 
15.00 

= 

Fence repairs __ -------------
Feed grinding_ -- -----------
Horse shoeing_ --------------

30.00 

15.00 

35.00 ------- -----------------------~ ---------

Threshing _____ --------------
Auto repairs ___ ---y----------
Auto tags _____ --------------
Telephone _____ --------------
Insurance _____ --------------
Taxes. __ ------ --------------

5.00 
10.00 
17.00 
12.00 
4.00 

28.00 
20. 00 

272.00 
r-------

Total ________ -------------- 598.00 ------- ------------------------ ---------=:= 
Grand totaL-------------- 1,434. 00 ------- ------------------------ 67.75 

=F== 
FOOD AND PRo-

VISIONS 

BeeL _____________ Pound______ 39.10 170 6 cents per pound ____ _ 
Fish _________ ___________ do_______ 2. 64 12 2 cents per pound ____ _ 
Oysters (fresh) _____ Quart_______ 2. 50 2~ 8 cents per pound ____ _ 
Wheat flour---- - -- Pound______ 48.00 1, 200 $1.04 per 100 pounds .• 
Buckwheat flour __ •..• . do.:_____ 1. 20 30 ~cent pet pound ____ _ 
Beans. __ ---------- BusheL____ 4. 80 1 3 cents per pound ____ _ 

inegar ____________ Gallon______ 1. 20 3 8 cents per gallon _____ _ 
Sirup ________________ __ do_______ 1. 40 2 74 cent per gallon ____ _ 
Apples ____________ BusheL____ 7. 50 15 25 cents per busheL •. 
Peaches ________________ do_______ 2. 00 2 ~cent per pound ____ _ 
Cherries _____________ ___ do_______ 3. 75 1~ 2 cents per pound.----
Oranges ___________ Dozen.______ 4. 00 10 1 cent per pound _____ _ 
Lemons __________ _ _____ do_______ 1. 60 4 2~ cents per pound ... 
Prunes ____________ Pound______ 4. 32 24 2 cents per pound ____ _ 
Raisins __ _______________ do_______ 3. 60 24 _____ do ________________ _ 
OatmeaL---------- Boxes_______ 5. 20 52 80 cents per hundred-

weight. 
Noodles.---------- __ ___ do_______ 1. 50 15 3 cents per pound ____ _ 
Cornstarch. ________ Package_____ . 30 3 1~ cents per pound __ _ 
R ice _______________ Pound______ 2. 88 36 2~ cents per pound __ _ 
Crackers ______ ______ __ _ do_______ 13. 00 52 30 per cent ad valorem_ 
Cookies ___ ___ ___________ do_____ __ 1. 04 4 _____ do _______________ __ 

aJaddressing _____ Jar__________ 3.90 26 25percentadvalorem. 
Peanut butter_ ____ Pint._______ 1. 00 4 _____ do ________________ _ 
Sugar__ ___ __ __ _____ Pound______ 41.00 512~ $2.12 per 100 pounds __ _ 
Cocoa __________________ do_______ 2. 40 12 3 cents per pound ___ __ 
Extracts___________ Bottle_______ 3. 00 6 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Spicesandpepper. Pound______ 1.40 2 5centsperpound ... ~-
Salt. ____ ____ __ _________ do_______ 1. 50 100 1 cent per hundred-

weight. 

10.20 
.24 
. 40 

12.48 
: 15 

180 
.24 
.01 

3. 75 
.48 

1.68 
.40 
.25 
.48 
.48 
.42 

-~ 
.04 
.90 

1. 95 
.15 
.49 
. 25 

10.86 
.36 
.38 
.10 
.11 

Soda _______________ Boxes_______ . 60 12 74 cent per pound_____ . :: 
Baking powder.c •. _____ do_______ 3. 00 12 25 per cent ad valorem_ 
Yeast__ ____________ Package_____ 4. 50 50 · 20 per-cent ad valorem. . 50 
Candy, gum, etc ___ -------------- 2. 50 40 per cent ad valorem. . 50 

------ . f--
Total ________ ~------------- 216.33 _______ ----------------------~- 5o. 68 

Bananas _________ __ Dozen ______ _ 
Tapioca and sago __ Boxes ______ _ 
Bread._~---------- LoaL _ -----Coffee _____________ Pound _____ _ 

3. 00 
.60 

5. 20 
15.60 

10 Free. __ --------------- --·------6 _____ do _________________ ---------
52 _____ do _________________ ---------
52 · _____ do ___________ _._~------------

TotaL _______ -------------- 24.40 -~----- ------------------- ----~- ---------

Grand -totaL-------------- 240. 73 1-'- ----- -·---·-·--- ~----~-~.-------- · 50.68 

J Some of these items, such as, farm improvements and repairs, may include ex
penditures for materials which may or may not be dutiable. The original data do not 
show labor and materials separately for these items of expense. 

Ex-pemu 
CLOTHING 

-

Article Purchased Quantity 
value 

Aprons, cloth ________ ---- ,. 
Dresses: -

Cotton cloth ________ _ 
Wool cloth __________ _ 

Silk cloth. __ --------
Silk dress------------1, Coats and capes _________ _ 

Raincoats. _____ ----------
Hats: · 

· Spring and summer-_ 
Winter __ -------------

Slips_--------------------
Bloomers ________ -------_-
Stockings: 

Silk .• _---------------
Cotton _______ --------

Shoes. ____ ---------------
Arctics ___ ----------------
Gloves _______ ---- __ ------
Shoe repairs _____________ _ 

Supplies. ___ -------------Caps ____________________ _ 

llats (not straw)---------

Suits ______________ : ___ ---

Extra trousers ___ ---------
Overcoats.~------------ __ 

Overalls _______ ----------
Blouse. ------------------Work shirts _____________ _ 
Dress shirts _____________ _ 
Union suit.'! (winter) ____ _ 
B . V. D.'s (summer) ____ _ 
Socks and stockings _________________ pairs __ 
Shoes. ___________ .. do. __ _ 
Rubbers ___________ do ___ _ 
Rubber boots ______ do ___ _ 
Gloves ____________ .do. __ _ 
Ties ___ --------- _________ _ 
Belts _______ --------------
Shoe repairs _____________ _ 
Sewing supplies _________ _ 

$2.25 

6.00 
6.00 

9. 25 
10. ()() 
25.00 

5.00 

11.50 
6.00 

1.50 
3.00 

8.96 
7. 20 

25.50 
10.00 

.90 
5. 25 
.81 

2. 50 

1. 98 

33.50 

10.50 
20.00 

10.00 
2.00 
3.00 

14.00 
4.00 
3.00 

8.00 
24.00 
2.50 
9.00 
4.20 
1.50 
1.00 
4.00 
.99 

1-----1 
TotaL __ ----------- 303.79 

• 

Number 
15 

5 
1 

2 
I 
1" 

2 
1 

2 
3 

8 
18 
5 
'}, 

2 

2 
1 

5 
1 
3 
6 
2 
3 

24 
6 
2 
2 

12 

Rate of duty 

25 per cent. _____________ 

____ .do ___________________ 
50 pents per pound+60 

per cent. 
55 per cent.-------------60 per cent. _____________ 
33 ce.nts per pound+45 

per cent. 
~7~ per cent._---- -- - ---

$4 per dozen+50 per cent. 
$1.25 per dozen+25 per 

cent. 
37~per cent ____________ 
55 per cent. _____________ 

eo per cent ______________ 
50 per cent ______________ 
20 per cent_ _____________ 
35 per cent ______________ 

50 per cent.---------- ---
10 per cent on materials. 
50 per cent.-------------
50 cents per pound+50 

per cent. 
50 cents per pound+75 

per cent+25cents each. 
50 cents per pound+50 

per cent. 
_____ do. ___ - --- ----------
33 cents per pound+45 

per cent. 
37~ per cent. -----------

____ .do ____ - -------- -----

-~~-~~0~~~ = ========:==== 
-~~~foe:_~~~============ 
50 per cent. -------------
20 per cent. --------- ----
25 per cent.-------------

____ . do . ___ ---- ----------50 per cent. _____________ 
37~ per cent__ __________ 

35 per cent.-- -- ---------
10 per cent on materiaL . 
50 per cent_----- - -- -----

HOUSEHOLD OPERATING EXPKNSE3 

Article Unit of Value Qti'?ltyn
quantity 

Dutiable Duitablt 

Rate of duty 

Soap ___________________ Bars ____ $5.20 52 15percentad valorem. 
Cleaningpowder ______ Cans____ .30 3 25percentadvalorem. 
Laundry starch ________ Boxes... .80 8 1~ cents per pound . .. 
Blueing ______ J _________ Box_____ .15 1 3 cents per pound __ __ _ 
Matches_______________ Boxes___ : 56 8 2~ cents per thousand . 
Paper _________________ Rolls____ . 60 12 35 per cent ad valorem. 
Tacks _________________ Bo.J;----- .05 1 6 cents per pound ___ __ 
Books.---------·------ ---------- 16.00 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Records _______________ ---------- 5.00 30percentad valorem. 
Stationery, etc _________ ---------- 12.00 40percentad valorem. 
Toilet articles ________ --------- 17.00 50 per cent ad valorem_ 
Cleaning equipment ________ : ____ 3. 20 25 per cent ad -valorem. 
Electric bulbs, etc _____ ---------- 2. 50 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Kitchen utensils _______ ---------- 7. 50 50 per cent ad valorem. 
China and tableware .. --------- 4. 00 55 per cent ad valorem. 
Curtains, pillows, etc .. ---------- 1. 60 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Screens, shades, etc ___ -------- 4. 00 - - - -- - - ____ _ do _____ ____ __ _____ _ 

---f---
80.46 --------

Amount 
or duty 

$0.20 

. 52 
2. 26 

1. 78 
1.80 
4. 93 

.66 

2.34 
.83 

.20 

.58 

1.&<! 
1.26 
2.55 
1.75 
.16 
.25 
.14 
.56 

.00 

7.36 

2.59 
4.80 

1.31 
.26 
.4.7 

2. 20 
. 52 
.40 

1.40 
2. 40 
. 25 

1.12 
. 74 
.20 
.18 
.20 
.17 

52.12 

Amount 
of duty 

.0. 39 
. 04 
.12 
.01 
.09 
.07 
. 01 

1.20 
. 75 

1.20 
4. 25 
.40 
. 38 

1.38 
1.10 
.20 
.50 

12.09 

Free Free 
Gasoline _______________ Gallon: . 36.00 180 Free __________________ ---------
Coal ________ :. • .::.· ______ Bushels. 30.00 ·3oo · _____ do _________________ ---------
Wood _________________ Cords___ 4. 00 2 _____ do _________________ ---------

---------- ~ 

70.00 ----- - -- ------------------------ ---------
-==-== 

Grand total _____ ---------- 150. 46 · -------- ------------------------ ---------

Heo.fth, advancement, 
and education 

Dental work. __________ ----------
Ocul~t and ~----- -;--------
Music lessons ••.. ~---------------
Magazines ___________ ----------
Fmternal organizations. ----------Sports, etc ____________ ----------

9. 00 
17.50 
56.00 
39.85 
20.20 
5.00 
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Expenses-Continued 

HOUSEHOLD OPERATING EXPENSEs-continued 

Article 

Health, adr;an:ement, 
and education-Con. 

Unit of Quan-
quantity Value tity 

Dutiable Dutiable 

Rate of duty Amount 
or duty 

Photographs ___________ ---------- $0. 50 -------- ------------------------ ---------
Concerts, etc __________ ---------- 12.00 -------~ ------------------------ ---------
Dances, picnics, etc ____ ---------- 10. 00 -------- ------------------------ ---------
Vacation and special 4. 00 -------- ------------------------ ---------

trips. 
<.J h u r c h, Sunday ---------- 50.00 -------- ------------------------ --------

school. and mis-
sions. 

Red Cross _____________ ---------- 1. 00 -------- ---------------------------------
Life insurance _________ ---------- 66.90 -----------------------------------------.----

291.95 -------- ------------------------ ---------

EXPENSES 

Farm expenses _____ 
Food and provi-

sions. _ -----------
Clothlng_ ----------
Household operat-ing ____ ___________ 
Health, advance-ment _____________ 

RECEIPTS 

Summary 

Dutiable 

Value Duty 

$643.00 $67.75 

216. 33 50.68 
303.79 52.12 

&0. 46 12.09 

---------- ----------
1, 243.58 182.64 

Free 
value 

$193. 00 

24.40 
----------

70.00 

----------
287.40 

Other 
value 

$598. ()() 

----------

----------
291.95 

889.95 

Farm sales _________ 3, 403.00 1, 205. 46 ---------- ----------
Other receipts ______ ------------------------------ 202.00 

Total 

Value Duty 

$1,434. ()() $67.75 

240.73 50.68 
303.79 52.12 

150.46 12.09 

291.95 

2, 420.93 182.64 

3, 403. 00 1, 206. 45 

-------~-------1-------
3, 403.00 1, 206. 46 ---------- 202.00 3, 403. ()() 1, 205. 46 

Supposing in the case of both sales and purchases the duties 
are fully effective, the benefit the farmer will receive from the 
tariff is $1,206.46, and the duties he will pay on purchases of 
articles, expenses of administration, food and provisions, cloth
ing, and bou~ellold expenses will amount to $182.64. 

'fhese illustrations include typical farm operations and farm 
purchases, but the variation between the tariff benefits the 
farmers receive as compared with the tariff burdens they may 
bear is such as to warrant the inference that the tariff as a 
whole operated materially to their benefit. 

A CE:STRAL IOWA FARM 

The second illustration is that of a farm in Iowa ral8mg a 
number of prouucts. The benefit that the owner will receive 
from the duties is ·$1,679. For the articles he purchases in con
nection with farm expenses the duties will be $56.67. Suppos
ing he had the same expense for food and provisions as in the 
preceding illustration, the duty on those would be $50.68; on 
<:lotbing, $52.12; and on household operating expenses, $12.09; 
making a total of $171.56. 

This tabuiation shows the yearly experience under the pend
ing tariff bill for a farm in central Iowa, upon the assumption 
that the rates are fully effective, of the amount of duty at the 
rates in the pending tariff bill, H. R. 2667, applied to the quanti
tie obtained from the Department of Agriculture's studies of 
products produced upon the selected farm and the articles con
sumed upon this farm during one year. 

The data for this farm were furnished by the United States 
Department of Agriculture and the farm was selected by the 
experts of the department as typical of the agriculture of the 
State of Iowa. 

The farm consisted of 231 acres, divided as follows: Seventy
three acres in field corn, 8 acres in silage corn, 60 acres in oats, 
48 acres in clover and timothy, 29 acreB in pasture, 13 acres in 
farmstead, roads, and so forth. 

Cattle and hogs were the chief source of income from live-
stock. The number of livestock kept were as follows: Eight 
horses, 2 colts, 11 cows, 37 other cattle, 14 brood sows, 70 other 
lwgs, 90 chfckens. 

LXXII-678 

Item 

Farm sales:· 

FARM RECEIPTS 

Unit of Quan- Value 
quantity tlty Rate of duty Amount 

of duty 

Corn. ______________ BusheL 2,180 $1,635 25 cents per busheL $545.00 
Oats ___________________ do.___ 1, 800 630 16 cents per busheL. 288.00 
Cattle (7 bead)_____ Pound__ 6, 676 461 3 cents per pound___ 200. 00 
Cattle (10 head) _______ do____ 7, 700 625 _____ do.------------- 231.00 
Hogs(6lhead) ________ do ____ 16,782 1,251 2centsperpound... 336.00 
Chickens ______________ do.___ 100 24 8 cents per pound... 8. 00 
Cream ______________ ---------- ________ 120 56.6 cents per gallon_ 41.00 
Eggs __ ------------- Dozen._ 300 60 10 cents per dozen___ 30.00 

------
TotaL ___________ ---------- -------- 4, 805 ---------------------- 1, 679.00 

Other receipts, team ---------- ------ -- 208 ---·------------------ ----------
work.l 

Grand totaL _____ ---------- -------- 5, 014 ---------------------- l, 679.00 

FARM EXPENSES 

Dutiable: 
Mixed feed _________ Pound.. 600 $15 10 per cent ad valo- $0.75 

rem. 
Corn ______________ BusheL 52 32 25centsperbusheL. 13.00 
Salt _______________ Pound __ ~iOO 5 llpo~~. per 100 . 77 

Tires _______________ ---------- 35 10 per cent ad valo- 1. 75 
rem. 

Chickens___________ Pound._ 39 8 cents per pound____ 10.40 
Horse ____________ ---------- 125 $30 each_____________ 30.00 

---- r·---
TotaL ____________ ---------- 251 ---------------------- 56.67 

Fn,.~~~===== :::::::d:::: ::: ~ :::::::::::=.::::::=.: :::::::::: 
Gasoline and oiL ___ -------- -------- 111 --------------------- ---------

TotaL ___________ -------- ------- 162 ---------------------- ----------
F 

Other: 
Labor _________ ___ __ ------------------ 608 ---------------------- ----------
Machinery repairs .. ----------------- 108 --------------------- ----------
Building repairs ____ ------------------ 65 ---------------------- ----------
Fence repairs _______ ----------------- 50 ---------------- ----------
Silo filling __________ ------------------ 22 ---------------------- ----------
Corn shelling _________________ -------- 33 ---------------------- ----------
Veterinary fees. ____ ---------- ------- - 21 ---------------------- ----------
Breeding fees _______ ------------------ 4.6 ---------------------- ----------
Threshing __________ ----------_______ 91 ---------------------- ----------
Telephone __________ ------------------ 17 ---------------------- ----------
Farm papers ________ ----------________ 7 ---------------------- ----------
Association dues ____ ----------________ 5 ---------------------- ----------Tax"'--------______ __________ ________ ,, __________ : __________ l _____ ___ 
Interest ____________ ----------________ 400 ---------------------- ----------

~----- ------

:::~-:~:~--~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~* ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~ 
Summary 

Dutiable Total 

Item f----.......,-----! ~~e ~!f~! 1-----,-----

Value Duty Value Duty 

--------------1---- -----------1- ---

Farm expenses_____________________ $251 $57 $162 $1, 795 $2,208 $57 
Farm receipts______________________ 4, 806 1, 679 ______ 208 5, 014 1, 679 

J A way from farm. 
THE FARMER'S DUTIABLE LIST 

From studies I have had made and from other sources of 
information, the benefit farmers derive from the protection 
given their products greatly exceeds. any burden to them from 
purchases of protected articles they buy. That is, the farmer's 
balance sheet will show a net profit, due to the protective tariff. 
It certainly did not show any favorable balance under the 
Underwood Act. But it should always be remembered that the 
tariff can not consider inefficient management in any industry. 

The following table indicates the divergent attitude toward 
the farmer by Republican and Democratic tariff makers: 

Differences i1~ agriculturaL t·ates in certain acts 

Commodity 
Underwood
Simmons Act 

(1913) 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act ' 1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill (1930) 

Alfalfa seed _______________ pound.. Free.--------- 4 cents.------- 8 cents. 
Barley, unlmlled __________ busheL 15 cents _______ 20 cents _______ 20cents. 
Bacon, bam, and sboulders.pound.. Free__________ 2 cents.------- 3~ cents. 
Beans, dried. _______________ do____ ~ 2 of 1 cent... 1~ cents. _____ 3 cents. 
Beef and veaL ______________ do.... Free.----·---- 3 cents._------· 6 cents. 

. 
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Differences in agricult~~~ral rates in certain acts-Continued 

Commodity 
Underwood

Simmons Act 
(1913) 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Ilawley-Smoot 
bill (1930) 

Butter ---------····--·------do ____ 2~ cents ______ 8 cents ________ 14 cents. 
Buckwheat. •.... hundredweight.. Free__________ 10 cents_------ 25 cents. Caeein ____________________ pound .• _____ do ________ ~cents ______ 5~ cents. 
Cattle: 

'\\"eighing less than 700 pounds ...... do. _______ 1~ cents ______ 2~ cents. 
Weighing 7()()-1,049 pounds _________ do _____________ do _______ 3 cents. 
Weighing 1,050 pounds or over. _____ do ________ 2 cents________ Do. 

Cheeseandsubstitutes ____________ 20percent_ ___ 5 cents per 7 cents per 
pound. pound but 

not less than 
Corn ______________________ busheL. Free. ________ _ 35 per cent. 

15 cents_·---·· 25 cents. Cream _____________________ gallon _______ do __ ------
Eggs: Fresh. _____ ____________ dozen .. _____ do ________ _ 

Fro7Am ________________ pound.. 2 cents .. _____ _ 
Dried ___________________ do ____ 10 cents ______ _ 

Flaxseed __________________ busheL 20 cents.------
Honey _____________________________ 10 cents per 

gallon. 
Lard. ... __ ----------------pound.. Free. ___ ------Lard substitutes. ___________ do _________ do ________ _ 
Milk .. __ ------------------gallon .• _____ do ________ _ 
Mutton ___________________ pound _______ do ________ _ 
Onions ____ __________________ do ____ %or 1 cent.. •. 
Oats.------- ______________ busheL. 6 cents.--·-- .. 
Oleomargarine and butter substi-

20 cents _______ 56~o cents. 

8 cents._------
6 cents.-------
18 cents.------
40 cents.------
3 cents per 

pound. 1 cent ________ _ 
4 cents.-------
2~ cents _____ _ 
____ do _______ _ 
1 cent ________ _ 
15 cents.------

10 cents 
11 cents. 
18 cents. 
65 cents. 
3 cents 

pound. 
3 cents. 
6 cents. 
6~cents. 
5 cents. 
2}1 cents. 
16 cents. 

tutes ____________________ pound .. 2~ cents ______ 8 cents ________ 14 cents. 
Pork ________________________ do____ Free .. :------- ~of 1 cent____ 2~ cents, 
Potatoes _________ hundredweighL _____ do _________ 50 cents _______ 75 cents. 
Poultry: 

Live __________________ pound .. 1 cent _________ 3 cents ________ 8 cents. 
. Dressed _________________ do ...• 2 cents ________ 6 cents ________ 10 cents. 
Red-clover seed. ____________ do____ Free .. -------- 4 cents ________ 8 cents. 
Rye _______________________ busheL _____ do _________ _ 15 cents_______ 15 cents. 
Sheep ___________________ per head .• _____ do ______ ___ $2 _____________ $3. 
Swine _____________________ pound ...•.•• do _________ ~of 1 cent. •.• 2 cents. 
Wbeat_ ___________________ busheL. _____ do _________ 30 cents _______ 42 cents. 
Wools (pound): 

per 

On tlle skin ____________________ ••.•• do _______ __ 30cents (clean 32 cents (clean 
content). content). 

In the grease or washed _____________ do_________ 31 cents (clean 34 cents (clean 
content). content). Scoured ____________________________ do _________ 31 cents ..•...• 37 cents (clean 

content). 

Of the 38 items named above, all of which are dutiable under 
the previous law and under the pending act, the Underwood .Act 
had 25 on the free list and 13 were dutiable, but at much lower 
rates than those provided in either the 1922 act or the 1930 bill. 

The Underwood Act led to such general distress in agl'icul
tm·e that upon the election of a Republican administration and 
a Congress which assembled in 1921, an emergency act was 
immediately passed as a measure of urgent necessity. 

THE FAR~lER1S FREE LIST 

There is another very distinct advantage the farmer has in 
the long list of articles of farm utility that are not dutiable 
when imported. I have had carefully prepared as nearly as 
pos ible a complete list of such articles that are free in both 
the 1922 act and in the 1930 act, and have had added to it the 
articles that are dutiable under the present law but placed on 
the free list in the 1930 bill ; also a list of articles of general 
consumption used on the farm and elsewhere which are free of 
duty in the 1922 act and the 1930 bill, and there is also shown 
items tbat are dutiable in the present law and transferred to 
the free list by the bill. Then the articles of general consump
tion used on a farm and el ewhere which are on the free list 
in the act of 1922 but transferred to the dutiable list in the 1930 
bill. 

Finally, the articles that were removed from the free list in 
1922 and are made dutiable for the benefit of the farmer. 
ARTICLES AND MATERIALS USED BY THE FARMER OR ENTERING INTO THE 

PRODUCTION OF SUCH ARTICLES AND l\IATERIALS FOR THE BENEFIT OF 

THE FARMER IN THill PBODUC'l'ION OF CROPS, LIVESTOCK, ETC., WHICH 

ARE FREE BOTH UNDEB THE 1922 ACT AND THE 1930 ACT 

Agricultural implements: Clover-seed scarifiers, corn knives, cream 
separators valued at over $50 each, cultivators, drills, farm tools, forks, 
grape-picking knives, harrows. tooth and disk, harvesters, hay forks, 
header , horse rakes, machetes, mowers, except lawn mowers, planters, 
plows, reapers, tar and oil spreading machines, threshing machines, 
tractors and parts, trowels, wagons and parts, and other agricultural 
implements and machinery. 

.Animals and poultry for breeding purposes. 
Antitoxins, vaccines, serums. 
Ar enic, white, and arsenious acid. 
A be tos and stucco. 
Barbed wire. 

Binding twine. 
Calcium: Chloride, cyanamide, and nitrate {countervailing duty pro

vision). 
Coal: Anthracite, bituminous, slack; coke; briquets; and other fuel 

compositions principally of coal or coal dust (countervailing duty 
provision). 

Creosote oil. 
Copper sulphate, or blue vitriol. 
Cyanide (fuinigation). 
Fertilizer materials :_ Guano, ba ic slag, manure, dried blood bones, 

bone dust, bone meal, animal carbon (suitable only for fertilizer), horns 
and hoofs, kelp, moss, crude seaweed. 

Gunpowder and other explosives (countervailing .duty provision). 
Hones, whetstones, scythe stones. 
Jute. 
Manila fiber. 
Oils: Cod-liver, gasoline, kero ene, petroleum, fuel oil, and lubricating 

oils and greases. 
Phosphates, crude. 
Pitch. 
Plaster rock, or gypsum, crude. 
Potassium: Chloride, nitrate, sulphate; wood ashes. 
Rennet. 
Sand and gravel, n. s. p. f. 
Seeds : Sugar-beet, cowpeas, n. s. p. f. 
Sheep dip. 
Si ·al fiber. 
Sodium nitrate, or saltpeter. 
Sulphur. 
Tar. 
Tobacco stems. 
Wood: Firewood, hanllle bolts, laths, pickets, poles, posts, logs, rough 

lumber, shingles. 
Wood charcoal. 

AdditiOtJs to tree Ust bv 19JO act 
Rate 192'2 act 

Ammonium sulphate {fertllizer material>-----· lA of 1 cent per pound. 
Bun·stones, manufactured-------------------· 15 per cent arl valorem. 
Calcium arsenate--------------------------- 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Grindstones-------------------------------· $1.75 per ton. 
Paris green and London purple _______________ 15 per cent ad valorem. 
Santonin (hog medicine)--------------------· 75 cents per pound. 
Tankage--fish scrap and fish meaL___________ 10 per cent and 20 per 

cent, respectively. 
nrea-------------------------------------- 35 per cent ad valorem. 
Various fertilizer materials. 
ARTICLES OF GENERAL CONSUl\fPTION AND USE ON THE FARM AND ELSI!I• 

WHERE WHICH ARE FREE OF DUTY UNDER THE 1922 ACT A:XD THFl 1930 

BILL 

Bananas. 
Bibles. 
Borax, crude. 
Bread. 
Coffee. 
Palm-leaf fans. 
Ice. 
Lumber, softwood, rough or planed on one side only (from contiguous 

countries). 
Mineral salt (natural evaporated). 
Needles (hand-sewing and darning). 
Quinine sulphate. 
Sago, crude, and sago flour. 

hellfi h, not specially provided for. 
Shingles. 
Tapioca. 
Tea. 
Turmeric. 

Additions to free list by 1930 act 
Rate 1922 act 

Citron· (dried)--------------------------- 2 cents per pound. 
Baking soda (bicarbonate of soda)---------- * of 1 cent per pound. 
Plantains-------------------------------·- 35 per cent. Spices, unground ____________ __ ____________ Various rates. 

ARTICLES OF GENEBAL CO~ SO MPTlON AXD USE ON THE FARM AND ELSl!I

WHEllE WIDCH ARE l!EMOTI:D FBOJI1 THE FREE LIST .A:XD MADE DUTIABLID 

BY THE 1930 ACT 
Rate 1930 act 

Boot and shoe ----------::----------------· 20 R~r cent. 
Brick------------------------------------ $1.2.) per thousand. 
CemenL---------------------------------· 6 cents per hundredweight. 
Curry powder----------------------------· 5 cents per pound. 
Gloves made from cattle bides-------------- 25 per cent . 
Harness valued at les than $70 per set, sin-

gle harne s valued at less than ~40, sarlules 
valued at leRs than $40 each, and parts___ 15 per cent. 

Lumber __________________________________ $1 per thousand board feet. 
Pads for horses-------------------------- 15 per cent, 25 per cent, 
Turpentine------------------------------- 5 per cent. 
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ARTICLES REMOVED FROM THE FREE LIST OF THE 1922 ACT A.'"ll MADE 

DUTIABLE FOR THE BE~EFIT OF THE FARMER 

Rate 1930 act 
Black-eye cowpeas --------------------------· 31f.J cents per pound. 
Chlckpeas or garbanzoes---------------------· 2 cents per pound. 
Hides of cattle- ----------------------------- 10 per cent. 
Long-staple cotton __________________ :_ ________ 7 cents per pound. 
Oil cake and oil-cake meal (vegetable)---------- 0.3 of 1 cent per pound. 

That tariff duties do benefit farmers by increasing prices, I 
ubmit the following from the Thirteenth Annual Report of the 

·Tariff Commission, page 183, I find this information : 
Table B compares prices of No. 1 dark Northern pring wheat in 

Minneapolis with prices of No. 3 Northern spring wheat in Winnipeg. 
Prices in Minneapolis have general).y been higher than prices in Winni
peg, but not by the full amount of the duty. The effect of the change 
in duty on prices has been modified by changes in freight rates, in 
conditions of storage and marketing, and in the relative quantities of 
the several grades imported. Furthermore, the Canadian standards for 
the several grades are not fixed but vary from year to year. In the fall 
of the year a large number of samples of the crop are obtained and 
analyzed, and the grades for that year are determined on the basis of t~e 
protein content of the wheat, its weight per bushel, and the percentage 
of foreign matter that it contains. This change in standards lessens 
the value of price comparisons in measuring the effects of a change in 
duty. 

TABLE B.-Prices of spri'llg wheat at Mi'll'lltapoli~ and Winnipeg, 19£5-19£9, per bushel 

Minne-
apolis t Winni-

.Amount 
Minne
apolis 

Date dark peg 1 

northern northern 
price ex

ceeds 
Winni

peg 
No.1 No.3 

. 

1923-J anuary ____ ----------- _____ --------------- ___ _ 
ApriL----------------------------------------
July-------------------------------------------
October ____ -----------------------------------

1924--:-~rllar:_::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: 
July----------.--------------------------------
October ___ ------------------------------------1925--J anuary ______ ------ _ --------------------------
ApriL_----_-----~---_-----------_--·--.---- __ _ 

' July------ .. --·------------------------·-------
October_ .• ---------------------------·--------1926-J anuary __________________________ --------- ___ _ 
ApriL------ __ ·- __ ---------------------------
July-------------------------------------------
October ___ ----------------- ~-----------·------1927-January ____________________________ . _________ _ 
ApriL_---_-------_-------- ___ --_.------_·-- __ 
July----------------·------.----- .. -.-------.--October ________ ______ ______________ __________ _ 

1928-J an nary __ ------------ _____________ ------ ___ .. _ 
April-----------------------------------------
July-------------·-----------------------------October ______ ________ -------------- __________ _ 

1929-January _ --··----------------------------------April ________________ .• ___ • ___ • _______________ _ 

July-------------------------------------------

$1.04 $0.24 
1.16 .17 
1.02 .16 
. 91 . 34 
.89 .35 
. 91 . 35 

1.27 .20 
1. 50 . 01 
1.84 .14 
L 47 .13 
1. 54 .12 
1.20 .38 
1. 46 . 32 
1.46 .20 
1.49 .26 
1. 36 .17 
1. 23 . 24 
1.33 . 08 
1. 53 . 05 
1.27 .07 
1.23 .20 
1.42 .21 
1.20 .27 
1.11 .12 
1.12 .17 
1.15 .14 

' From Crops and Markets, U. S. Department of Agriculture. 
'From Monthly Bulletin of Agricultural Statistics; Dominion Burean of Statistics. 
' Change in duty from 30 cents to 42 cents per bushel effective Apr. 6, 1924. 

From the Thirteenth Annual Report of the Tariff Commission, 
pnge 153, I gain this information: 

Medium western steer sides at New York compare with Argentine 
chilled sides (fore and hind quarters) in London. The .Argnetine beef 
can be Janded in New York at virtually the same cost per pound as in 
London. During the calendar years 1927 and 1928, the Argentine beef 
averaged 11.65 cents per pound for the domestic beef in London, as com
pared with 17.53 cents per pound for the domestic beef in New York, 
resulting in a market differential of 5.88 cents per pound. The follow
ing tabulation shows average annual prices for native beef steers and 
stockers and feeders at Chicago, chiller export steers in Buenos Aires, 
medium western steer beef (~ides) for the years 1923 to 1928, inclusive. 

Prices per 100 pounds 

Chicago New York, Market 
Buenos medium London, diil"erential 

Year Aires western ArF:entine between 
Native Stockers chilled steer beef chilled beef New York 

beef steers and feed- steers sides sides and 
ers London 

1923 ______ ____ $9.55 $6.55 $3.60 $13.86 $9.90 $3.96 1924 __ ________ 9.60 6.35 4.38 13.65 10.00 3.65 1925 __________ 10.55 6.80 6.16 14.12 11.50 2. 62 1926 __________ 9. 70 7.40 5.16 13.71 10.60 3.11 
1927---------- 11.70 8. 75 5.52 15.00 11.40 4.50 
1928 __________ 14.05 11.05 6.29 19.16 11. !JO 7. 26 

The Underwood Act so impaired our industries with re
sultant unemployment that the purchases of farm products and 
farm prices declined. A conside1·able proportion of industries 
engaged in canning, preparing, or preserving farm products cur
tailed or discontinued their operations because of lack of markets 
for their outputs. Under the existing law average farm priceH 
have increased and the purchasing power of his dollar materi-
ally advanced. . 

The pending bill has so increased the duties on the generality 
of farm products that the American farmer will have prac
tically the American market up to our consumptive require-
me~& . 

Attempts to defeat the bill are wittingly or unwittingly at
tacks on the very favorable rates given agriculture. It is a 
basic industry. All must eat and dress and our people are 
accustomed to do themselves well in the matter of food and 
clothing. To the extent that agricultural rates are effective at 
any time, prices to the farmers will be increased. The investi
gations of the Tariff Commission indicate they are effective, 
varying with the market. To what extent prices will be in
creased to consumers will depend largely on what proportion 
of the increase to the farmers will be absorbed by the distribut
ing agencies. Any increase that may occur in the cost of living 
will be due more to agricultural advances than to those for 
other schedules, since agricultural products are necessities of 
life and because more than 60 per cent of the general increase 
is due ·to increase in duties in such products. 

The domestic market is the farmer's nest market. The chief 
factor in that market are the wage earners in the United States, 
who derive their means of support from pay rolls. These wage 
earners, numbering over 27;000,000 with their households, com
prise more than half of our people. 

The wages paid to labor in the major industries alone are 
$11,000,000,000 annually. Employment enables them to pur
chase their requirements. Any depression in the activities and 
industries that employ them diminishes their purchasing power. 
The conclusion is that agriculture has a material and valuable 
interest in the progress and prosperity of industry which gives 
employment to labor . 

In · the remaining two or three minutes that I must take, I 
desire to comment further on the foreign trade. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman yield for just a second? 
Would the gentleman put in the tables later a comparison with 
respect to the same thing, showing the old tariffs worked out 
on the same basis in the case of the two farms concerning which 
he spoke earlier in his remarks? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will if I can find it. These figures were 
p1·epared in the Department of Agriculture, so they were pre
pared by experts and are not my :figures. 

There has been in the press a great deal of propaganda 
against this bill by certain large interests, stating we should 
reduce our duties ; that this bill should fail and leave the duties 
as they are, with the next step a reduction in existing duties to 
promote our foreign trade. 

No one objects to the growth of cur foreign trade. It bas in
creased 100 per cent under the existing tariff -act and will con
tinue to grow as the country grows and prospers. 

There are those Americans who have gone abroad, taking, it 
is said, in excess of $20,000,000.000 of capital and invested it 
in industries in every part of the world, who have asked us to 
give them preferential treatment, if not free entry, of their 
goods into this country, these goods manufactured abroad by 
foreign labor to be brought in under preferential conditions. 
This we refused. [Applause.] When they complain that for
eign trade is not developing, these very people who have gone' 
abroad and built industries in all parts of the world, supplying 
the markets abroad by these foreign manufactories, are them
selves the persons who are deterring the growth of our foreign 
trade more than any other. If they fill the world with manu· 
factures made by American capital abroad they themselves take 
a way the opportunity of selling American goods in tho e 
markets. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield on that? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the bill make any provision for 

placing a duty on Henry Ford's tractors built in Ireland? 
Mr. HAWLEY. There is no change in the rate of duty. 

They come in free as agricultural machinery. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. But the gentleman will concede they are 

being manufactured in Ireland? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HAWLEY. For a brief question ; yes. 
Mr. LOZIER. Is it not true that these great manufacturing 

concerns that have established plants abroad have done so real-
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izing that we are facing retaliatory tariff acts by other nations, 
and in order to control the European trade they are being com
pelled to go over there and establish plants in Eul'Ope and in 
other parts of the world because they know that such retaliation 
is inevitable? 
· Mr. HA 'VLEY. I will answer that question as the last part 
of ruy remark --

1\Ir. BACHARACH. If the gentleman will permit, I may 
answer the gentleman from New York-by saying that 80 per cent 
of the cars that Ford manufactures in Ireland are shipped into 
this country and shipped in duty free. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For farm relief; yes. 
1\fr. L.AGUARDIA. How does the gentleman justify that? 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. That is farm relief. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. They are certainly not picked off of the 

trees. They are made by labor. 
Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman yield for a short ques

tion? 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. Yes. 
~fr. SIROVICH. Will not the industrialization of Russia 

within the next three and a half years, to which America is 
contributing the machinery, be instrumental in limiting the for
eign markets of the world to our own products manufactured 
1n America that have to compete in the limited markets of the 
world? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I yield. 
Mr. KNUTSON. I was told the other day that there were 

50,000 men walking the streets of Detroit who were formerly 
employed in the automobile industry by companies who have 
gone abroad and established factories. Is that so? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have heard it; I have not the means of 
verifying it. 

1\fr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. And these capitalists who have 
gone abroad, throwing American workmen out on the streets, ·are 
advocating the Democratic theory of a nonprotective tariff. 

Mr. GARNER. This bill does not remedy that situation at all. 
Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HAWLEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HARE. I was interested in the statement the gentleman· 

made about the revenue of the average farmer in the State of 
Ohio-what he would receive as the result of this bill, and the 
amount that he would have to pay. As I understood the gentle
man, he would get in his farm~ operations approximately $1,000 
a year. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One thousand two hundred and six dollars if 
the dutjes were effective. 

l\Ir. HARE. And he would pay only $182 for the things intro
duced into his home. Has the gentleman verified those figures? 

l\Ir. HAWLEY. I will put them in the RECORD, and the gen
tleman can verify them himself. 

Mr. HARE. Is the chairman willing to say that these figures 
are reliable and correct? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think they a_re; they were computations by 
the Department of Agriculture after intensive study. 

Mr. HARE. I was only wondering if the information was 
reliable. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is. 
Now, in answer to the question first asked, and in conclusion, 

when American capitalists go abroad and establish industries 
for the manufacture of goods in other countries they assume 
their own risk. We owe them no obligation. They are not going 
out with the consent or the approval of the American Congress; 
it is their own voluntary action. If they go abroad, as is al
leged, only to prevent a reprisal by foreign tariff on American 
goods, and they manufacture goods abroad by cheap labor, they 
can not bring their goods into the United States under any 
preferential basis. [Applause.] If they send to this country 
goods made by labor, paid one-quarter or one-sixth of the wage 
paid American labor, they have no right to complain of condi
tions abroad if they are in any way adverse to them. We are 

·not justified in taking from the American farmers and manu
facturers and American labor, by unfairly reducing our duties, 
any part of their -income to make good any looses foreign in
vestors may incur abroad. 

THE FLEXIBLE TARIFF 

Economic conditions continually alter, new articles are pro
duced, or old articles assume new forms, new price levels ap
pear, new competitors enter the field, in this changeful world of 
trade and commerce, thus in any tariff sh·ucture making certain· 
duties obsolete, others ineffective, and others too low or too 
high. 

In order., without undue delay, to adapt the tariff to condi
tions as they arise, we have greatly enlarged the opportunities 

-of the Tariff Commission for obtaining necessary information 

and determining differences in costs of production; -we have 
also increased its duties and power by -authorizing it to recom
mend what ·any new rate should be. At present it merely finds 
the facts, without recommending rates. _ Hereafter it will also 
propose definite rates for the approval or disapproval of the 
President. 

The new provisions will facilitate investigations and mate-
rially shorten the time necessary to reach decisions. _ 

Under the new provisions it is intended to keep the tariff up to 
date, obviating the necessity for frequent general revisions. 

·We are the Congress of the United · States, responsible for 
the prosperity of no country but our own, responsible for the 
welfare of all our people rather than for that of some of the 
most successful, if at any time a choice must be made, and the 
greatest service we can render to tlle nations of earth is so 
to administer our affairs that every industry and agriculture 
may prosper, every- wage earner have steady employment at 
American wages, every home maintain our excellent sbindards 
of living, for general wealth to increase, for public and private 
betterments to more widely spread their beneficial influences, 
that we may continue to present to the world the illustrious 
example of a self-sustaining and self-sufficient nation. That 
is, rather raise other nations to our levels of living than for 
ourselves to accept theirs. While we continue the world's 
greatest market, we can absorb increasing quantities of imports 
without disruption of our progress and send abroad enlarged 
quotas of our own productions. 

This act was prepared in a nationally minded way. Adjust
ments were made where the cause was sustained by the evi
dence without respect to geographical location, party affiliation, 
or nature of enterprise. No Democratic ·bill ever gave the 
South the protection its growing heeds require; this bill ac
cords it equality of treatment. 

Congress in discharging a trust so-vital to the country must 
act nationally minded, with -a readiness to discharge its obli
gation, irrespective of praise or blame, intent only to so provide 
that comfort and prosperity may permeate the land and abide 
with all this so great a people. 

For this reason readj_ustments were .approved. where the facts 
and conditions warranted and -disapproved where they did not. 
Probably no other legislation makes greater demand for dis
cretion and judgment, for impartiality and discernment, for 
untiring industry and an insatiable thirst for information. 

In conclusion we approach the end of a work of making a 
new tariff. It is my belief, after 17 months of careful study, 
that if this bill is enacted into law, as I am sure it will be, we 
will have a renewed era- of prosperity such as followed the 
enactment of every Republican tariff bill, in which all of the 
people of the United States in every occupation, every industry, 
and every employment will share as they have always shared, 
which will increase our wealth, our employment, our comfort, 
the means of supplying our necessities, that will promote our 
trade abroad, and keep the name of the United States still be
fore the world as the premier nation of solid finance, fairness, 
and justice to all the people, and one which for all time intends 
to provide for its own. [Applause.] 

The following interesting summary of events in connection 
with th:s .legislation was prepared by l\Ir. Clayton F. 1\Ioore, 
clerk to the Committee on ~ays and 1\feans: 

HISTORY OF TARIFF ACT OF 1930 

December 3, 1928: Second session of Seventieth Congress convened. 
Majority members of Committee on Ways and Means assembled at 2 
p. m. in office of chairman to determine tariff policy in conformity to 
platform pledges, the Republican Party having been victorious at polls 
in November. The following motion was adopted : 

"Resol·ved, That it is the sense of the Republican members of the 
Committee on Ways and Means that the committee begin hearings on 
January 7, 1929, for the purpose of examining the schedules and rates 
of the tariff act of 1922, with a view to revising such schedules and 
rates as may be necessary." 

December 4, 1928: Ways and Means Committee met and adopted the 
following resolution : -

"Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means begin bearings 
on Monday, January 7, 1929, for the purpose of obtaining information 
nece ·sary for the effective readjustment of the duties on imports wher
ever it shall be found neces ary that such duties should be readjusted." 

Schedule of hearings agreed upon. The chairman was authorized to 
obtain all available information from the Tariff Commission and various 
governmental sources; also to obtain authority to sit during sessions of 
Congress. Subcommittee composed · of chairman and Mr. CRISP author
ized to draft rules for procedure during hearings. 

December 6, 1928 : Majority members of committee met. Cha.irman 
designated subcommittees on various schedules. Tariff Commission re-
quested to furnish Summary of Tariff Information. Public notice given 
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1n respect of hearings, through press, by letter and telegram, and 
through interested organizations. 

January 7 to February 27, 1929, inclusive: Hearings before Committee 
on 'Ways and Means (full membership). Witnesses heard, 1,131; testi
mony, 10,684 pages; index, 516 pages; total, 11,200 pages, in 18 com
piled volumes : Time consumed : 43 days and 5 nights. · 

March 2, 1929 : Majority members of committee met and agreed : 
1. To hold no further public hearings. 
2. Subcommittees to hold no hearings for interested parties while in 

actual session. 
3. Examine and act upon free-list items first. 
4. Proceed upon valuation basis of existing law. 
5. Issue no statements except through chairman. 
March 4, 1929: Members of Committee on Ways and Means, or a 

majority of them, whQ were Members elect to the Seventy-first Con
gress, authorized to hold hearings, sit as committee, etc., until meeting 
of Seventy-first Congress. (Public Law, 1034.) Herbert Hoover inaugu
rated President of the United States. In his inaugural address he 
declared: 

"Action upon some of the proposals upon which the Republican Party 
was returned to power, particularly further agricultural relief and 
limited changes in the tariff, can not in justice to our farmers, our 
labor, and our manufacturers be postponed. I shall therefore request 
a special session of Congress for the consideration of these two 
questions." 
' March 9, 1929: Closing date for briefs to be printed in hearings. 

March 16, 1929: Free-list subcommittee submitted its recommenda
tions to the majority members of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

March 27, 1929 : First subcommittee on rates submitted its recom
mendations to the majority members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

April 15, 1929: The Seventy-first Congress met in special session at 
the call of the President. 

April 16, 1929: President's message on farm relief and tariff deUvered 
to Congress. This message recommended-

"An effective tariff upon agricultural products," not only to protect 
the farmer's domestic market but to stimulate diversity of crops and 
lessen his dependence upon exports, based upon differences in costs of 
production ; · 

" Some limited changes " in the schedules relating to industries other 
than agriculture, where economic changes since 1922 " have placed cer
tain domestic products at a disadvantage and new industries have come 
into being," the test of necessity for revision being "a substantial 
slackening of activity in an industry during the past few years, and a 
consequent decrease of employment due to insurmountable competition 
in the products of that industry " based upon the differences in cost of 
production ; 

Reorganization of Tariff Commission upon a higher salary basis; 
Revision of the flexible provisions to provide a more automatic and 

more comprehensive formula for determining rate changes and thus 
assure accurate and rapid action; and 

"A sounder basis for valuation " of imported articles subject to e.d 
varolem duties. 

May 7, 1929: Tariff bill introduced in House by Mr. HAWLEY (H. R. 
2667). 

May 9, 1929 : Ways and Means Committee, by a strictly party vote, 
ordered bill reported. Bill reported by Mr. HAWLEY (H. Rept. No. 7). 
Called up in House and general debate begun. 

May 10, 1929 : Bill discussed at a conference of the Republican Mem
bers of the House of Representatives. Informal hearings for Members 
of Congress agreed upon following this conference. 
. May 14 to 18, inclusive, 1929 : Informal hearings to all Members of 
Congress requesting same by the majority members of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Not stenographically reported. Committee sat 
from 10 a. m. until noon daily, from 2 to 5 p. m. May 18, and from 
7.30 p. m. to 11 o'clock p. m. May 15 and 16. There were 119 appear
ances on 105 paragraphs and 6 administrative sections of the bill. 
. May 23, 1929: Majority members of committee submitted 91 rate 

changes to a conference of the Republican Members of the House, which 
were approved. Rule for expediting bill agreed upon. 

May 24, 1929 : Committee on Ways and Means authorized the chair
man to <>ffer, or designate a member to ofl'er, the amendments agreed 
upon. Rule adopted in House. 

May 28, 1929 : Bill passed House with sundry amendments. 
May 29, 1929: In Senate, referred to Committee on Finance. 
June 7, 1929: Finance Committee gave notice to public hearings. 
June 12 to July 18, 1929 : Hearings held by Finance Committee and 

subcommittees. The full committee held hearings on valuation June 12 
and 13; on free Jist, July 11, 12, and 13; on administrative provisions, 
July 15, 16, 17, and 18; on sliding scale for sugar duties, August 7. 
The subcommittees on the rate schedules sat between June 14 and 28, 
inclusive ; July 1, 2, 8, 9, 10, and 11. Witnesses heard, 1,004 ; testi
mony, with index, 8,618 pages, 249 pages of which were protests from 
foreign countries. 

July 22 to August 22, 1929 : Bill under consideration by the majority 
members of the Finance Committee. 

September 4, 1929 : Finance Committee ordered the bill reported with 
amendments. Reported, With 453 amendments, by Mr. SMOOT (S. Rept. 
No. 37). 

September 4 to November 22, 1929 : Debated from time to time in 
Senate. 

December 2, 1929: Second session of Seventy-first Congress con· 
vened. 

December 2, 1929, to March 24, 1930: ·Debate in Senate continued. 
March 24, 1930: Bill passed Senate with 1,253 amendments. 
March 25, 1930 : Bill returned to !louse. 
April 2, 1930: House adopted rule (H. Res. 197) sending bill to con

ference. Senate agreed to conference. 
April 3 to 25, inclusive, and April 28, 1930 : In conference. 
April 28, ·1930: Conference report submitted to llouse, with .eight 

major subjects in disagreement (H. Rept. No. 1326). 
April 29, 1930: Same report submitted in Senate (S. Doc. 138). 
May 1, 1930 : Conference report called up in House and recommenda

tions of the conference committee agreed to. On disputed items: Sen
ate amendment reducing from 8 to 6 cents per 100 pounds the duty on 
cement, agreed to. Motion to agree to Senate amendment permitting 
entry free of duty of cement imported by a State, city, etc., lost. 

May 2, 1930 : Disagreed items before House. Motion to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendments placing a duty of 30 cents per ounce 
on silver, lost. Senate amendments placing logs, ce<lar lumber, and 
shingles on free list, agreed to. Motion to insist on disagreement to 
Senate amendment imposing a duty on certain timber and lumber, agreed 
to. Senate amendments reducing the House rates on sugar, agreed to. 

May 3, 1930 : Disagreed items before House. Motion to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment providing for export debentures, lost. 
Motion to recede and concur in the Senate amendments to the organiza
tion of the Tariff Commission and the flexible provisions, lost. 

May 5, 1930 : Action on conference report by House messaged to 
Senate. 

May 7, 1930 : Senate asked for a further conference on the items in 
disagreement only. 

May 8, 1930 : House agreed to further conference. 
May 9, 10, 14, and 16, 1930: Conferees met. 
May 19, 1930: Senate majority conferees released from their promise 

to bring export debenture and fiexible provisions back to Senate for 
separate votes before yielding to the House conferees. 

May 20, 21, 22, and 24, 1930 : Conferees met and agreed upon items 
in dispute. 

May 26, 1930: Second conference report (S. Doc. 154) presented to 
the Senate by Senator SMOOT. 

May 27, 1930: Point u! order made in Senate against flexible provi
sions, sustained. Report returned to conference. 

May 29, 1930: Conferees met and removed point of order from lan
guage agreed upon. Amended report (S. Doc. 158) presented to Senate. 

June 4, 1930: Second (amended) conference report laid aside by 
unanimous consent in Senate, and first report brought up for con
sideration. 

June 5, 1930 : Vice President sustained points of order in respect of 
the agreements on watches, cheese, rayon, straying cattle, and cherries. 
Senate requested a further conference. House agreed to conference and 
appointed conferee~ 

June 6, 1930: Conferees met and eliminated points of order on 
cheese, rayon, straying cattle, and cherries. By unanimous consent, 
Senate agreed to return amended report (S. Doc. 158) to conferees, 
with understanding that both reports are to be made simultaneously, 
but only <>De vote to be taken upon the adoption of the reports. 

June 9, 1930: Conferees met and eliminated points of order against 
watches. Reports signed. Both reports presented to Senate (S. Docs. 
161 and 162). 

June 13, 1930: Senate adopted conference reports. Conference re
ports submitted to House <:S:· Repts. 1892 and 1893). 

June 14, 1S30: House adopted rule for considering two conference 
reports as one report (H. Res. 253). Conference reports agreed to by 
House. 

June 17, 1930, 12.59 p. m.: Signed by the President. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself lo minutes. [Ap
plause.] I ask unanimous consent to extend and revise my 
·remarks and print bOCh tables as I may desire. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill, 

carrying the highest rates ever written into an American tariff, 
bas become a law despite the protests of virtually all farm 
organizations and the warnings of many large manufacturers 

. who predict that the new rates will practically destroy foreign 
markets for many American products. 

To my mind this tariff bill violates every precept of common 
sense, justice, and sound economics. Under the guise of pro
tecting the products of agriculture, the Republican majority in 
both Houses has inflicted upon the country industrial rates 
that are indefensible; rates that .can only ·serve to add to the 
burden the farmers and consumers have carried for years; rates 
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that will tend to reduce, and in fact eliminate, the foreign 
markets for many of our products, both industrial and agri
cultural. 

In enactment of this legislation the administration leaders 
have indicated that they have virtually blinded themselves to 
the economic and industrial problems involved and the many 
changes that have been effected in recent years. They ignored 
the fact that the industries. of Europe, prostrated by the World 
War, have again attained normal production in many lines and 
again are competitors for those foreign markets which for years 
have provided profitable outlets for the surplus production of 
this · country. 

"" ADHERE TO OLD PANACEAS 

The administration leaders have proceeded upon the assump
tion ·that there bas been no change; that the old panaceas can 
still be applied; that foreign consumers must come to America 
for their merchandise and raw materials. In my opinion, their 
blindness in this respect can have only one effect~reduction of 
our exports, which have provided employment for millions of 
American workers ; reduction of the trade balance, which is re
sponsible in no small degree for the great national prosperity 
following the World 'Var; and place American agriculture and 
indu tries upon a basis whereby expansion and employment will 
be limited to the demands of the domestic markets. 

This country has in recent years expended millions of dollars 
to develop foreign markets for the surplus production of both 
agriculture and industry. During the World War and the 
following years up to 1930, our exports increased year after 
year. Months before this tariff passed the Senate the world's 
reaction to the indefensible rates became manifest, and the 
first five months of 1930 showed a reduction of approximately 
$446,000,000 in merchandise and raw materials exported. ' But 
the Republican leader" refused to read this handwriting on 
the wall. They have contented themselves ·with denouncing 
those who had the courage to call attention to the economic 
menace contained in the rates and provisions . of this bill. 
They have closed their eyes to the true situation, and heeding 
only the demands of a few but politically powerful industrial 
interests which demanded special favors, have blindly dragged 
this bill through Congress, vociferously advocating it as the 
panacea for all the business and economic ills of the Nation, 
and ignoring the protests of farmers, economists, and indus
trialists who have sought to prevent the enactment of such 
mass injustice. 

BETRAYS AGRICULTURAL INTERESTS 

The bill is a violation of the platform pledge of the Repub
lican Party. It is not compatible with the demands of the 
President for limited revision. It is a betrayal of those agri
cultural interests which two years ago were inveigled into 
supporting the Republican Party and its candidates by 
promises of tariff equalization as part of the farm relief 
program. 

The contention of the supporters of this bill that it is an 
agricultural measure is ridiculous. With few exceptions the 
increases upon agricultural products are inoperative, and prac
tically e-very increase upon the products of manufactures is 
operative. No effort was made in the House to equalize these 
rate with a view of placing agriculture upon a basis of equal
ity with industry. An honest effort was made ·in the Senate to 
accomplish this. But · the House refused to accept the Senate 
amendments in behalf of agriculture, and turned the bill over 
to the tender mercies of the majority members of the confer
ence committee, those exponents of high industrial rates who, 
more than any other Members of the House, are responsible for 
the vicious and unjust rates of this bill. 

As I have stated repeatedly on the floor of this House, I 
believe in the principle of protection. But I believe protection 
should be equally distributed; that the farmers of the South 
and West are as much entitled to the benefits of tariff protec
tion as the manufacturers of New England and PennsylYania. 
The plea of the great mass of American people bas bef:!n for 
equalization of tariff benefits. I contend that every section, 
every industry, every individual, is entitled to these benefits. 
But the Republican Members of this House have refused to 
adopt this policy. It. is true they · have consented to increases 
in many of the agricultural rates; that the tomato and truck 
growers, the dairy interests, and a few other agricultural pro
ducers have received the rates to which they were entitled, but 
in return for these concessions the majority Members have 
insi ted upon penalizing every farmer and consumer in the 
United States by increasing the industrial rates. 
_ FARMERS DENIED TARIFF. EQUALITY 

Every attempt to give agriculture th.e advantage of _ equ~l 
protection has been defeated. Every effort to lower industrial 
rates to a point of parity with agricultural rates has met the 
opposition of that small coteri~ of Republic~n leaders wh9 have 

controlled the destinies of this bill. Those leaders raised a 
smoke screen under cover of which they manipulated the indus
h·ial rates to the highest point in the history of tariff making. 
They endeavored to camouflage this action by increasing rates 
on agricultural products of which a surplus is produced and 
upon which any tariff is inoperative. They flatly refused to 
accept the export debenture which would have made the tariff 
operative upon these surplus products of agriculture, and yet 
they have the audacity to refer to this bill as a measure de
signed for the relief of agriculture. 

Defeat of the export debenture killed the last hope of over 
80 per cent of American farmers to secure any substantial 
relief through the tariff bill, and the debenture was defeated 
upon the demand of the President, who called the special ses
sion for the alleged purpose of enacting tariff legislation for 
the relief of agriculture. 

Agriculture has for years been forced to carry the burden ·of 
extortion~te tariff rates. Each election the Republican spell
binders in the \Vest and Middle \Vest have assured the farm
ers that the RepubUcan Party stood ready to come to their 
r·elief; that if the voters would forget and forgive the sins of 
omission and commission of whiGh the party had been guilty, 
it would reform and adopt a tariff program that would place 
agriculture on parity with industry. 

They have been long on promises and short on performance, 
and this tar~ff bill is merely a more vicious and indefensible 
repetition of the same old political " shell game," the same old 
" gold brick " that the Republican Party has been handing the 
farmers of the United States for the past half century. 

I must confess that ;1fter . reading the protestations and 
promises of the Kansas City platform, which Herbert Hoover 
and the rest of the Republican leaders acclaimed as the plat
form of broad policies upon which they proposed to work out 
equitable prosperity for agriculture as well as indu try, I had 
some hope, especially in view of the support the Republican 
candidates received in many of the agricultural States, that 
these promises would be fulfilled to some degree at least. It 
is true that I bad learned from years of experience the value 
to be placed upon such promises, but I cherished the hope that 
the Republican Party, with its powerful majorities in both 
Houses of Congress, would regard the sad plight of agricul
ture with at least some degree of compassion. 

REPUBLICAN PARTY RESPONSIDLE FOR DEPRESSION 

The Republican leaders knew that their party alone was re
sponsible for the desperate condition into which agriculture 
has been plunged in recent years. ·They knew that their gen· 
erosity in granting special tariff favors to the eastern tariff 
barons bad created an economic condition without parallel in 
history ; that in this country we had the anomalous spectacle 
of the great basic indu try, agricultm·e, in the deepe t depths 
of depression while ·the manufacturing industry was enjoying 
unprecedented prosperity, prosperity created by the discrimi
natory tariff favors conferred upon it. 

When the 1928 campaign was under way it was generally ad
mitted by the Republican leaders that the depressed condition 
of agriculture demanded an immediate and effective remedy. 
Notwithstanding the fact the Republican Party bad been in com
plete control of all branches of Government for over eight years, 
during which period the agricultural depression became more 
pronounced each year, they \irtually admitted that Republican 
leadership and Republican remedies bad proved ineffective, but 
that if given another opportunity, under the leadership of r!er· 
bert Hoover they would solve the problem, place agriculture on 
parity with industry, and thereby create a national prosperity 
in which all would participate. 

Weeks before the election the announcement was made by 
President Hoover that he propo ed to call a special session of 
Congress for the sole purpose qf solving the problems of agricul
ture through the medium of farm relief and tariff legislation. 
With this in view, the Ways and Means Committee, on January" 
7, 1929, opened bearings on the proposed limited revision. This 
was the signal for the protected industrial interests, their horde 
of lobbyists, and their able representatives in Congress to start 
their betrayal of the confidence the farmers of the 'Vest and 
Middle West bad repo ed in the campaign promises of the party. 

INDUSTRIALISTS PRESENT TARIFF CLAIMS 

When the hearings opened it was my opinion they would be 
devoted principally to a study of the tariff needs of agriculture, 
but I was soon disillusioned. Practically every protected indus
try in the United States, which for years had been exploiting the 
farmers and consumers, was on hand to present its plea for ad
ditional protection, and .to their pleas the majority members of 
the Ways and Means Committee gave willing ears. The records 
of those bearings are available for all who wish to read. It 
is significant that the hearings on Scheduie 7, the agricultural 
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schedule, comprise only 1,734 of the 10,700 pages of the printed 
record. 

It was obvious from the outset of those hearings that it was 
not the intention or purpose of the Republican leaders to place 
agriculture upon a parity with industry. In fact, it soon was 
apparent that their efforts would be directed principally toward 
increasing the already exorbitant industrial rates that had been 
granted indu~try in the Fordney-McCumber bill. Throughou: 
the ·e hearing. the lobbyists of the special interests swarmed 
the Capitol, each intent upon protecting the interests of theh· 
respective client , and the success of their efforts was attested 
by the bill that finally emerged from the committee, a bill that 
gave to agrkulture none of the promised equalization, but which 
did give to the special interests protection beyond their most 
avaricious dreams. 

AN ORGY OF RATE BOOSTING 

Those hearings, ostensibly for the relief of agriculture, de
generated into an orgy of rate boosting for the industrial inter
ests. Never in the history of American tariff making bad that 
spectacle been equaled. Industries which for years had been 
extorting unju t and unreasonable profits from t}?.e public sent 
their representatives to appear before the committee and de
mand higher rates, which would give them the power to further 
exploit the domestic consumers. They depicted their plight as 
pitiful; that they were being overwhelmed by the products of 
cheap foreign labor ; that their existence depended upon addi
tional protection. 

These claims were made notwith tanding the fact the rec
ords show that many of those protected industries have 
"watered" their stock to many times its actual value to conceal 
their exorbitant profits. Apparently the vaunted prosperity of 
American industries was merely a myth. According to their 
contentions, there was hardly an industry that was not " run 
down at the heel," suffering from foreign competition, and could 
lie saved only by increasing the tariff rates upon its particular 
product. 

The Republican Members were touched to the heart by these 
pitiful pleas of America's " giant" industries. At times it ap
)Jeared as if the Republican committee members would mingle 
their tears with those of the great corporations whose stocks 
have doubled, trebled, or quadrupled in value as a result of the 
special tariff favors lavished upon them by the generous and ap
preciative Republican leaders. All campaign pledges, all thought 
of relief for agriculture, if any such thought ever existed, were 
forgotten in the scramble to provide pecial interests the exorbi
tant rates they were demanding. 

PLACE PREMIUM UPON INEFFICIENCY 

The Republican members of the committee placed a premium 
upon industrial inefficiency. Every down-at-the-heel industrial
ist who appeared before them placed the blame for the condition 
of his particular industry upon foreign competition and inade
quate tariff rates. Obsolete equipment, excessive overcapitali
zation, inefficiency of management, or excessive distribution 
costs were never considered as factor contributing to the de
pressed condition of any industry. The industries and the 
Republican members of the committee could find only one 
cause-foreign competition. And one remedy-higher tariff 
rates. · 

'l"'lle Republican members never considered the fact that 
they were placing upon the American farmers and consumers 
the burden of virtually all inefficiency and overcapitalization in 
American industry. ·They proceeded to raise the rates, ap
parently upon the assumption that to the American industrial
ists should be granted the privilege of placing upon the public 
the burden of all mismanagement and industrial inefficiency. 

In this connection, it is rather significant that the most effi
cient of the American industries-the automotive industry
was one of the few appearing before the committee in opposi
tion to higher tariff rates. The automobile manufacturers took 
the broad view that the American public should not be penalized 
because of inefficiency in industry or the frenzied financial 
transactions of many of these corporations which are among 
the chief beneficiaries of this tariff bill. They urged that a 
policy be adopted that would tend toward development ·of 
foreign markets for the surplus production of America's farms 
and industries, a policy that met only the derisive scorn of 
Republican leaders who were determined to secure for their 
~pecial intere ts the highest rates that could be written into the 
bill. 

HAD NO INTENTION OF F ULFILLIKG PLEDGES 

I contend that from the very inception of this tariff bill 
the Republican leaders had no intention of giving agriculture 
a " square deal " ; that they had no intention of fulfilling the 
pledges of their party platform, so far as those planks relating 
to the relief of agriculture were concerned. Apparently, they 

deemed it both expedient and necessary to gh·e first heed to 
the demands of those to whom the party was under obligation 
for financial support during the campaign, as was attested by 
JoE GRUNDY's testimony before the Senate lobby investigation 
committee. GRUNDY .clearly expressed the Republican point of 
view when he indicated that the industrial interests of his 
State and other States in the North and East felt that they 
bad paid for additional tariff favors when they contributed 
hundreds o~ thousands of dollars, extorted from the public, to 
the Republican " war chest " to elect Herbert Hoover. The 
farmers of the United States, who for years have been sub
jected to the extortions of the tariff barons, were not such lib
eral contributors to the Republican campaign fund, and, accord
ing to the Grundy line of reasoning, were therefore of second
ary importance in the consideration of tariff rates. 

The reports of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
and the Finance Committee of the Senate prove conclusively 
how thoroughly the Republican leadership is imbued with the 
political theory of Grundyism-that to those who contribute 
should go the yrofits of political success. The tariff rates 
reported by those committees, the majority of which were incor
porated into the bill signed by President Hoover on June 16 
are designed to reimburse manyfold the generous contribution~ 
of the manufacturing interests to the Republican campaign 
fund. 

According to this theory, so frankly portrayed by Mr. GRUNDY, 
the extent to which promises of the Republican Party to pro
vide relief for the farmers will be carried out depends upon 
the amount of protection they are willing to purchase through 
campaign contributions. In other words, the Republican Party 
under the present leadership apparently adheres to the Grundy 
policy of extending the benefits of protection to tbo~e who will 
pay for it by providing the funds necessary to perpetuate the 
party in power. 

This policy may have an appeal to the manufacturing inter
ests with millions of profits upon which to draw; but it bas no 
appeal to the American farmer who has been subjected to the 
toll exacted by the tariff-protected interests while he is com
pelled to take the prices fixed by the world markets for his 
products. 

Jir.'iTIRE COUNTRY VOICES PROTEST 

On May 7, 1929, the Ways and Means Committee reported 
the tariff bill in the House, and the American public was ap
prised of the class of tariff legislation that could be expected 
under the leadership of the Republican Party. The disillusion
ment of the farmers of the country, who bad been inveigled by 
the promises of Republican leaders into retaining that party in 
power, was immediate and complete. Farm leaders who were 
under the impression that agriculture would receive a fair hear
ing and fair rates, denounced the bill as a complete betrayal of 
the agricultural interests. Members of Congres!': were deluged 
with protests from every section of the country. But the Repub
lican machine, in complete control of the House, disregarded all 
protests, applied the "gag rule" to prevent consideration of the 
measure on the floor of the House, and passed the bill which 
contained 434 pages, 183 sections, and 727 paragraphs, without 
giving any Member, other than the 15 Republican Members of 
the Ways and Means Committ~ who framed the bill, an oppor· 
tunity to offer an amendment. 

Many of the RepubJjcan Members from agricultural States, 
who in the campaign bad been most vociferous in pledging the 
Republican Party to tariff equality for agriculture, meekly 
followed the dictates of their party leaders and voted to apply 
the gag rule which placed the Republican members of the Ways 
and Means Committee in complete control of the situation and 
prevented offering of amendments for relief of the farmers. 
The Republican leaders applied the party whip and those al
leged representatives of the farmers, whose promises were 
largely responsible for Republican success in the 1928 election, 
aided and abetted the party leaders in accomplishing their pm·
pose of granting to industry tariff rates discriminatory against 
agriculture, violating the pledge of the Republican Party and 
perpetuating the conditions against which the farmers o( the 
country were in almost open revolt prior to the Republican Na
tional Convention at Kansas City. 

SENATE COALITION DISSECTS RATES 

The history of the tariff bill in the Senate was decidedly 
different. The Democratic-progressi\e coalition dissected the 
rates and exposed to the public the hypocrisy of the Republican 
contention that the bill was framed for the purpose of equaliz
ing tariff benefits. The coalition proceeded to rewrite several 
of the schedules, reducing many of the industrial rates to a 
point of parity. Defeat of the coalition, due to logrolling 
tactics during the last weeks the bill was under consideration, 
rP-sulted in undoing much of tt.e good work of the coalition. 
But ~e bill as it was :finally returned from the Senate was far 
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superior to the House bill, many of the schedules representing 
an honest effort to place agricultnre upon parity with industry. 

The Republican leaders of the House, incensed by the action 
of the Senate, again applied the party whip and the House 
refused to accept the Senate amendments,. the majority of the 
so-called progressives obeying the dictates of the party machine 
and voting to send the bill to conference. 

RATES INCREASED IN CONFERENCE 

In conference, the camouflage of the Republican leaders was 
dropped completely. They showed conclusively that they were 
primarily interested in the highest I'ates -they could obtain for 
industry. On practically e-very item upon which there was a 
difference between the House and Senate rates, the conference 
acceptEd the highest rate. As a result, the average of rates in 
four of the schedules are now higher than in either the House 
or Senate bills. 

The House, obeying the distates of the Republican Party 
leaders, struck the export debenture from the bill, increased the 
rates on cement and sugar, and finally passed the bill, with only 
a mere handful of the Republican Representatives from agri
cultural States having the courage to oppose the demands of 
the party leaders. In the Senate the votes of Senators REED 
and GRUNDY of Pennsylvania saV"ed the measure from defeat, 
practically every Senator from an agricultural State voting 
against it. ' . 

The bill was signed by President Hoover with apologies to the 
American public, and the assertion that he hoped to remedy the 
glaring defects of the measure by exercising the powers given 
tile President in the flexible provision. However, the President's 
failure to come to the relief of agriculture when it became 
evident that the leaders of his party had no intention of carry
ing out the pledges of the Kansas City platform, his opposition 
to the export debenture, which offered for over 80 per cent of 
the farmers the means of securing tariff protection, and his 
virtual acquiescence in the program put over by his party 
leaders in behalf of the tariff barons, indicates that the relief 
agriculture will receive through Mr. Hoover's application of the 
flexible provision will be a minus quantity. 

BILL WRITTEN BY LOBBYJSTS 

The Hawley-Smoot tariff is not the result of the applica
tion of economic facts derived from research and investigation. 
It is not the result of the application of scientific deduction or 
findings. It is the result of political subserviency to a small but 
powerful group, financially able to maintain in Washington a 
large and efficient corps of lobbyists and to control to a great 
extent the financial affairs as well as the policies of t11e Repub-
lican Party. · 

It is generally conceded that the lobbyists wrote and put over 
the Hawley-Smoot bill. Certainly there was no public demand 
for the indefensible rates contained in this measure. On the 
other hand, there was a widespread and vigorous demand that 
the rates either be reduced to place agriculture upon parity 
with industry or the bill defeated. 

A poll of newspaper editors while Senate debate on the bill 
was in progr_ess revealed that a total of 75 per cent, of whom 
45 per cent were editors of Republican papers, opposed tile bill. 
But the demands of the public were disregarded. The Repub
lican leaders gave heed only to the demands of the lobbyists 
repre ·enting special interests, and practically every schedule of 
the tariff bill indicates how effective was the work of those 
lobbyists and the influence they wield over legi lation of this 
character under a Republican administration. 

Even President HooV"er, titular head of the Republican Party, 
frankly admitted the power of the lobby which was formed in 
Washington to put over the rates of the Hawley-Smoot tariff. 
In announcing that he would approve the bill one of the reasons 
he advanced was that it would relieve the country for many 
years from further tariff revisions, which are not only disturb
ing to business but, with all their collateral surroundings in 
lobbies, logrolling, and the activities of group interests, are dis
turbing to public confidence. 

POWER OF THE LOBBYISTS 

Discussing the power of the lobbyists and their connection 
with this bill, Gustavus Myers, in a recent article in the New 
York World, stated: 

The enactment of the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill has presented a singu
lar and mystifying aspect. Here is a measure which has been widely 
denounced in America and has caused intense perturbation in other 
countries. American bankers, economists, industrialists, and merchants 
have declared that the results will be evil. 

The bill, they variously point out, will greatly increase the cost or 
living at home, will not benefit domestic business except in isolated in
stances, will cripple America's foreign trade, and forfeit the good will 

of other nations. From Europe have come vehement protests and 
threats of reprisals and a tariff war. 

Congress spent nearly 15 months in debate on the bill. David s. 
Muzzy, professor of history at Columbia University, bas estimated the 
cost of this protracted debate at no less than $2,000,000. Yet all of the 
pol~ticians involved have been and are seeking to evade responsibility 
for the bill. 

There has been a general effort on the part of spokesmen of the 
dominant Republican Party, as well as representatives of the Demo
cratic Party, to disown the bill. Senator FEss, one of the most hide
bound of Republican regulars, has sought to cast blame tor many of 
the high duties upon the Democrats. The veteran tariff lobbyist Senator 
GRUNDY, and also Senator REED, both stanch protectionists from the 
highly industrialized State of Pennsylvania, assailed the bill and an
nounced their reluctance in supporting it. 

And the matter will remain a mystery so long as we continue in the 
regulation groove of thinking that Congress is composed of two Houses. 
But there is another house which Senator CARAWAY has succinctly 
termed "the third house." Unrecognized by any provision of law, it is, 
nevertheless, a fixed institution and has supplied ample proof of its 
deft underhand capacity in both propo ing and shaping legislation. 
This third bouse is the lobby, the operations of wh.ich supply the an wer 
to the riddle. 

The composition of the third house is unusual and invites excep
tional attention. A political government is installed in Washington; 
at least the administrative and other branches are supposed to embody 
definite political principles. The third house is in nowise actuated 
by principles, political or other. It represents specified interests, 
generally of a financial and industrial character. 

There are hundreds of organizations centered in Washington. Many 
of these are representative of movements, not of interests. They 
watch legislation but do not undertake to interfere; their functions 
are those of observation. 

It is the organizations which are financed by particular interests 
for the purpose of molding legislation that compose the real lobby, 
or the . third house. They use politics and manipulate politicians with 
the sole aim of producing financial benefits for their industrialist 
backers, who are corporations or combinations of corporations. Hence 
the third house .is in reality a representation of industries executing 
its influence and will within a politically .organized government. 

Disclosures before the Senate lobby investigating .committee gave 
only inklings of the ramifications and subtle arts of the third bouse. 
Those disclosures afforded no enlightenment at. all on the vast dilfer
ence between modern lobbying methods and those of former times. 
Just as industry itself has evolved from the crude to the superfine 
organization, so bas lobbying developed into a masterly science. The 
old-time individual lobbyist who depended upon personal geniality, free 
mixing, treating to drinks, and casual appeals or outright bribery is 
obsolete. 

The members of the third house of present days are of a different 
order. Cloaking themselves under the impressive name of some or
ganization, they maintain elaborate offices, have busy staffs of press 
agents, secretaries, corps of stenographers, and retinues of lawyers. 

Included in their highly efficient service is an intelligence depart
ment which gives almost instant notification whenever there is intro
duced a bill which in anyway affects the interests they represent. 
They minutely scrutinize every item of proposed legislation, and if it 
is considered <langerous, formulate immediate plans to suppress or 
counteract 1t. 

To cope with such a situation the third-bouse lobbyist must be a 
diplomat and something more in resourcefulness. He is skilled in 
specious arguments, studies the character of those with whom he deals, 
knows bow to appeal to the political home interests of politicians, and 
understands how to induce swapping of votes. This last named was 
one of the most effective in promoting the passage of the tariff bill, as 
testimony before the Senate lobby investigating comJDittee clearly indi
cated. 

"The rate structure, in the main," said Senator LA FOLLETTE of the 
Hawley-Smoot tariJf bill, "is the product of a combination of lobbyists 
who pooled their interests to secure the rewriting of this piece of legis
lation during the final weeks of its consideration. For the first time 
in the history of the Senate avowed lobbyists testified under oath re
garding the deals by which they proposed to secure the duties they 
wanted. Votes were changed overnight, not by arguments nor by new 
evidence. Industrial lobbYists have secured new and higher tariff 
rates for the benefit of the special interests they represent." 

But before demonstrating its ability to carry out its designs, the 
thit'd house had to have precise information as to congre sional plans. 
An illustration of the lengths to which the third house could and did 
go was proved in the case of Senator BINGHAM, of Connecticut. 

C. L. Eyanson, a representative at a salary of $10,000 a year of 
the Manufacturers' Association of Connecticut, was placed by Senator 
BINGHAM on the Government pay roll as clerk of the Senate Finance 
Committee. In that -capacity Eyanson had full entr~e to the com
mittee's secret sessions at which tariff rates were framed. 
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He did his work so efrectively that the result was the granting of 

increased rates amounting to $76,000,000 annually. Disclosure of the 
facts brought severe censure_ upon BINGHAM in the Senate. 

Never in the history of legislation ha.s Washington seen so numerous, 
so well organized, and so adroit an assemblage of lobbyists as were in 
evidence during the progress of the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill. Accord
ing to Senator McKELLAR, the present tactics of lobbyists are more 
those of indirection in operating through influential friends than at
tempts at direct approach. But proved facts hardly bear out that 
assertion. 

The American Tariff League ""as in militant evidence. According 
to the testimony of its secretary, it has an annual budget of about 
$100,000 and 600 contributing members, among whom are the General 
Electric Co., the Westingbou.se Electric & Manufacturing Co., the 
Cheney Silk Co., the American Cyanamid Co., the Eastman Kodak Co., 
and other corporations. 

\VJlen the Senate lobby investigating committee sought to prove that 
the American Tariff League was in reality working for higher tariff 
rates, W. Warren Barbour, its president at the time, benignly and 
blandly in.sisted that its purpose wa.s " only to educate people .. " Pres.s
ing that "educational" idea a little further, Senator WALSH asked 
whether the " education " was not designed to impress Congress to 
act favorably upon the league's proposals. Mr. Barbour replied 
affirmatively. 

The activities of William Burgess, of Pennsylvania, a conspicuous 
membm' of the third h.ouse, were described in detail in a report by 
Senator CARAWAY. For many years Burgess had been employed as a 
representative at Washington by the United States Potters' Association, 
of which he has been vice president. Burgess has also been employed 
by wool and other associations. 

In this case, too, Senator McKELLAR's asseveration is not borne out. 
IIere we see again an economic representative of a special industry 
giving his undivided attention to promoting its financial interests and 
doing it in person. Senator C.A.RAWAY's report did not describe Bur
gess's methods, but it did point out: 

"During the entii·e time he has been in Washington, almost, if not 
continuously, since the first of the current year, his principal, if not 
his only bu.siness, has been in looking after pending tarifl.' legislation, 

_ and particularly after Schedule 2, the earths, earthenware, and glass
ware schedule. He has been in frequent consultation with Members 
of the Senate on tariff matters, a.s well as with others at the Capitol, 
exhibiting deep concern in the passage of the ta.ri.ff bill as it came from 
the House, or in securing higher duties on manufactured products." 

Before his appointment to the Senate, JosEPH R. GRUNDY, head of 
the Pennsylvania Manufacturers' Association, was quite· outspoken. 
He f.J,"ankly declared that only by alert watchfulness on the part of 
those concerned could "protected interests get the kind of legislation 
they need at the hands of Congress." Which led to Senator CARAWAY's 
significant comment: "You are in the third house and you write the 
rates, do you not?" 

As practical organizations the special industries maintain their third 
house on an adequate if not a lavish scale. What the total expendi
ture is no one can accurately say. 

Here were two associations alone--the Southern Tarifl.' Association and 
the American Taxpayers' League--which gathered more than $1,000,000 
in funds during the past four yeats. ·senator CARAWAY's report depre
ciated them as shadowy lobby organizations and expressed amazement 
at the gullibility of business contributors-an opinion which, in turn, 
may well arouse reciprocal amazement. But granting that they have 
been phantom organizations this urgent question arises: What, then, 
have been the cumulative revenues of actual influential organizations? 

Some light upon funds spent is given by this Senate committee report 
upon the fight over the sugar schedule : 

"Both sides of the controversy are represented-the one organization 
or group of organizations struggling for an increase in the duty pre-
cribed by existing law, the other to secure a reduction or at least 

maintain the rate at the present level. Roughly estimated, the cost to 
the contending forces of the fight they have waged over the tariff bill 
now before the Senate has been over $400,000, the cost to those urging 
the raise being between $175,000 and $200,000, and the cost to those 
against the raise being between $200,000 and $225,000. Some of the 
organizations constituting units in the lobby maintain permanent estab· 
lishments in Washington." 

The third house is the one factor that has not disowned the new 
tariff law. This, the evidence shows, is the culmination of its system
atic campaign to use the Government's taxing power for groups of 
private beneficiaries who do not openly hail the acts of theii· agents. 

TARIFF HITS FARMERs• FOREIGN .MARKETS 

·The Hawley-Smoot tariff bill not only discriminates against 
the farmers in the exorbitant and indefensible rates granted 
numerou industries, thereby assuring increases in tbe prices 
of practically all commodities the farmer is compelled to buy, 
but it goes further and thretltens to destroy the foreign markets 
for the surplus production of American farms. 

The fact has repeatedly been pointed out in both the House 
.and the Senate that agriculture would be the first to feel the 
effect of any retaliatory tariff policies that may be adopted by 
foreign countries. Th~ manufacturers, well organized to con
trol production and limit it to domestic demand, are in posi
tion to secure maximum benefits from the tariff. But the 
farmer, unorganized, is forced to sustain the losses inflicted by 
the retaliatory policies of those foreign countries that hereto
fore have been the chief consumers of the surplus crops. 

It is rather significant that cotton constituted nearly 25 per 
cent of the $63,000,000 decline in merchandise exports during 
the month of .May, and it is also significant that the price of 
the staple went to a new low level for recent years when the 
tariff bill was signed. Wheat is in practically the same posi
tion as cotton. Without an export debenture, faced with the 
growing resentment of those foreign countries which heretofore 
have provided In<'l.rkets f<Jr the surplus production, and with 
the domestic markets reduced by widespread unemployment and 
the consequent curtailment of the purchasing power of the 
American workmen, the farmer is placed in anything but an 
enviable position. 

I contend that the discriminatory tariff policy of the Repub
lican leaders is directly responsible for the serious plight of 
American farmers. Sinee the enactment of the Fordney
McCumber tariff in 1922 the agricultural depression bas each 
year become more pronounced and more acute. The Republi
can leaders recognized the fact• that the tariff was at least 
partially responsible for this condition and admitted it in the 
Kansas Oity platform and their campaign pledges. They led 
the farmers to believe that if the Republican Party was re
tained in power agriculture would receive the tariff relief de
manded; that the discriminatory rates would be adjusted and 
agriculture · placed on parity with industry. But again they 
betrayed the interests of agriculture, enacted the Hawley-Smoot 
bill with its higher industrial rates, and any hope that Ameri
can farmers may have entertained for relief under a Republi· 
can administration has been dissipated. · 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker and ID.Y colleagues, like the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. GARNER], I realize fully the futility of 
making any address on this bill. I have discussed it at length 
twice, pointing out its iniquities and going into detail as to its 
vicious features from my viewpoint. Therefore .I shall not ·at
tempt to make any real discussion as to the demerits of this 
bill. . 

Ml'. Speaker, if any legislative body in the history of the 
world was ever controlled by leaders drunk with power it is 
this body. I appeal from "Philip dl·unk to Philip sober." In 
future, let us consider important legislation under the general 
rules of the House in an orderly and parliamentary way, which 
will result ·in better-considered and better legislation. [Ap
plause.] I have the highest respect for the leaders individually. 
They are my personal friends and they are men of the highest 
character, but in the consideration of this tariff bill from the 
very day the Ways and :Means Committee finished its beatings 
they have been ruthless. Tbey seem to think that they must 
act as guardians, if not wet nurses, for some of the brethren 
of the majority, and the PUl'POSe of this rule adopted to-day 
for the consideration of this bill was for that purpose and for 
no other, to prevent them from having to vote directly on the 
second conference report placing a duty on lumber and cement. 
There was no need for this rule. This conference report was 
privileged and could have been called up without any rule, but 
if called up under the general rules of the House there are 
two separate and distinct substantive conference reports, and 
tbe House would have had an opportunity to vote on each of 
them. 1\Iy colleagues, even if one bill is before you and it con
tains two substantive propositions, the rules of the House pro
vide that it can be divided and you can vote on each of the 
propositions, for you might be for one and against the other; 
but, to contravene tbat, this rule is brought in, and for no 
other purpose. They knew if separate votes could be had, the 
conference report with the duty on lumber, the duty on cement, 
which alone would justify the defeat of this bill, would em
ban-ass many of the Republicans, and the leaders knew that 
many of them would not vote for the second conference report. 
Therefore they hit upon this scheme which contravenes the 
rules of the House, to force you to vote on both of them at one 
time. My colleagues, you can not deceive your constituents by 
this subterfuge. If you vote for the conference report, you are 
voting a duty on lumber, shoes, cement, and every other item 
in the bill, and there is no escape from it. Do not deceive your
selves nor attempt to deceive your · constituents with alibis. 

Now, in the whole consideration of this bill the rules of this 
House have been brushed aside, gag applied, rules brought in to 
meet the political exigencies of the case. I know the bill is 
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going to pass, and,' like the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GAR
NER], I can not get up any steam in discussing it. -I shall con
tent myself with making just a few calm, dispassionate obser
vations regarding it, and I have reduced what I am going to 
say to writing, and I am going to do what I very seldom do
read those observations. 

Within a few minutes the final legislative formality of passing 
the Smoot-Hawley tariff monstrosity will be consummated and 
tl1e bill will go to the President for his approvaL Instead of 
being a limited revision to equalize agricultural tariff benefits 
with industrial ones, the bill widens and enlarges the disparity 
and greatly penalizes agriculture for the benefit of industry, 
and is general in scope. It specifically raises duties on over a · 
thousand articles and raises duties on thousands of others not 
specifica.lly named in the bill by increasing the rate provided in 
the basket clause of some of the schedules, -which affects thou
sands of useful articles. I am convinced beyond reasonable 
doubt that the bill is the worst and most inequitable tariff bill 
ever enacted by Congress, and that its enactment into. law is 
-fraught with grave consequences to our economic welfare; that 
it will greatly reduce our foreign commerce, both exports and 
-imports; that it will injuriously affect our factories, causing 
them to run on part time, thus throwing many workmen out 
of employment or greatly reducing their weekly pay; that agli
culture, instead of being benefited, will be seriously injured, and 
for each dollar of benefit agriculture may receive it will be 
penalized at least $10 on account of the higher prices the farm-
ers will have to pay for their essentials of life. . 
. The bill violates the promises of both the Democratic and 
·Republican Parties in the last campaign to remove the disparity 
in tariff benefit as between agriculture and industry, and the 
consuming public will be unjustly burdened _with additional 
taxes for the benefit of the special interests. Under the pseudo 
claim of aiding agriculture, this bill is forced through Congress 
by lobbyists and the tariff millionaires, large contributors to the 
·Republican campaign fund. They know the far_mers are given 
mere paper tariff duties, for the most part inoperative and 
futile while industry is given, in many instances, embargo 
duti~ and other rates 100 per cent effective, which give Ameri
can manufacturers a monopoly of our home market, thus per
mitting them to levy an unfair tribute upon. the American con
suming public. Let me. illustrate the solicitude this so-called 
farmers' bill shows for the farmer : Ilis rakes, forks, harness, 
and hoes are taken off the free list and a high tariff duty levied 
-upon them, thus increasing their cost to him. He is to pay a tax 
on the brick, cement, and lumber used on his farm, while the 
great power trusts, railroads, and telephone companies can 
import free of duty their posts. 

'Vhen this bill becomes a law, in my judgment, it will be an 
unfortunate event for our beloved country, but a good thing 
politically for the Democratic Party, for I am persuaded that 
the American electorate will rebel against its injustice and 
drive from power the Republican Party responsible for its 
passage. Loving country more than party, I had hoped the 
calamity might be averted, and I have fought its passage at 
every stage and will, of course, vote against it. The bill will 
probably reach the President next Monday, and many columns 
have been written in the newspapers as to what the President 
will do with it. It has been most amusing~h, what delicious 
humor! You recall the old story of the justice of the peace 
who advised a lawyer pleading a case before him that he might 
speak us long as he desired, but when he concluded ne would 
find the judgment of the court already written out, signed, and 
recorded on a certain page of the document. Mr. Ford and 
other efficient business men, many of the leading newspapers of 
the Nation, the agricultural interests, and 1,080 economists of 
the Nation have with wonderful unanimity urged the President 
to veto the bill. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the story of the 
justice of the peace correctly reflects tlle attitude of the Presi
dent relative to this bill. I am neither a seer nor a prophet, nor 
am I authorized to speak for the President, but I ha.zard a pre
diction as to what he will do. He will issue a statement se-verely 
criticizing the bill, saying he does not approve it in its entirety, 
that it has many bad features; but that, as it will aid agricul
ture-which, in my judgment, without the debenture, which he 
opposed, it will not do-taken as a whole, the good outweighs 
the bad, and that, as he has power under the :flexible clause to 

.rewrite the bill and correct its errors, he approves it. My col
leao-ues, see if I am not a correct prophet. Under the :f:l.ex:ible 
clause, upon the recommendation of the Tariff Commission to be 
appointed by the President, whose terin of office under a deci
sion of the United States Supreme Court is subject to the will 
of the President, he can raise or lower by 50 per cent any tariff 
duty. l\fay I make this practical suggestion to an already over
tax-burdened people? Bring pressure at once to bear on the 
Pre i<lent to exercise this gi·eat power, delegated to him at his 
insi tent demand, to correct immediately some of the most out-

rageous wrongs of the bill. The duties on sugar, shoes, lumber, 
cement, clothes, household and kitchen furniture and utensils, 
and steel products can be reduced 50 per cent. The Pre ident 
has the power to reduce them. Will he exercise it? Tim~ alone 
will telL For the welfare of the Nation, I hope he will. 
[Applause.] 

M:r. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from South Carolina [l\Ir. HARE]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, the policies of a go-vernment or .... 
nation may change with social and economic conditions but 
the fundamentals upon which a government is founded ca.~ not 
change without affecting the future or final destiny of such 
government. The high protective tariff policy i.S not one of 
the fundamentals upon which our Government is based. It is 
true the policy of protection, to a greater or less extent has 
existed for more than a century, still this does not make' it a 
basic principle of government. History reveals the fact bhat 
the existence of slavery was a well-recognized policy in our 
country for two centuries or more, but the policy of physical 
slavery no longer prevails, although it was constitutionally rec
ognized by our present form of government for three-quarters 
of a century. 

That is, a hundred years ago certain men, women, and chil
dren were not free. They were held in physical bondage under 
a well-recognized policy of government. Their masters domi
nated and had complete control. · The products of their labors 
were turned over to their masters. The policy was ordered to 
be changed nearly 70 years ago, but in reality, gentlemen, it 
was only shifted, for we still -nave men, women, and children, 
reckoned by the millions, who are in economic slavery and bond. 
age because of the established high proteetive tariff policy of our 
·Government. The policy in both instances existed and was 
maintained primarily for the benefit of the few. One of the ' 
stock arguments in favor of the original policy was that the 
slave was better fed, better clothed, better housed, and better 
cared for generally than if he had been permitted to shift for 
himself. The same argument is heard to-day in support of the 
high protective tariff policy, supported and maintained by the 
same Government. The advocates ·of such a policy, the eco
nomic masters of the situation, and the ·tariff barons are all 
saying in justification of the policy that the men and women, 
often referred to as economic serfs, are better fed, better 
clothed, better housed, and better cared for generally than they 
would be without this guardian care, saying, " The higher the 
tariff the greater the prosperity." The high protectionists have 
labored long and loud proclaiming how the protective .taritf 
policy insures better wages and more regular employment for 
labor; and they have not failed to proclaim with high-sounding 
phrases and convincing logic how it furnishes a market to the 
farmer; how it increases the prices of his · products and swells 
his income beyond his most sanguine expectations, but all these 
arguments fail and are but "sounding brass " to the man who 
is hungry for the lack of work or the farmer whose home has 
been sold because his income has been less than his outgo. 

You may argue and you may philosophize as much as you 
please but they all fail when you face conditions like those we 
have had to confront for the past 12 months. For more than a 
year now Con.gre s has had under consideration a tariff bill 
carrying the highest duties of any bill within the history of our 
Government and almost from the beginning the condition of the 
farmer and industrial worker has grown worse as the days have 
passed by until to-day we have millions of laborers walking the 
streets of our industrial centers looking for work and begging 
for bread. 

The argument made by high protectionists that a. high tariff 
is largely for the benefit of labor is a rather plausible one but 
doe not always prove to be true, for very often the laborer 
receives but little or none of the advantage arising from such a 
tariff. On the other hand, a high tariff invariably stimulates 
production and when the production of an article increases to 
such an extent that it exceeds the demand and there is a surplus 
the manufacturer, almost without exception, reduces production 
by curtailing operations which means that the employee is 
thrown out of employment to a greater or less extent and any 
apparent increase in wages per day is offset by a reduction in 
the number of days of employment. To illustrate, suppose an 
employee under normal conditions is entitled to receive a wage 
of $3.25 per day for 300 days annually and then by reason of a 
high protective tariff on the article he is helping to make his 
wage is increased to $3.50, but by reason of this increase in the 
tariff and resulting increase in profits to the manufacturer there 
is increased production by the introduction of additional ma
chinery or an increase in working hours by night shifts and 
such production increases beyond demands and the plant closes 
for 30 or 60 days during the year, or closes on an average of 
one day in the week for a year, it is easy to see that the 
employee has been the sufferer. 
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For example, under normal conditions the employee in the 

first instance who works for 300 days at $3.25 per day will 
receive $975 annually ; but suppose, as we suggest, that his 
wage is increased to $3.50 per day, but be then loses 30 days in 
order to reduce production to meet demand, be would work only 
270 days, which would mean an annual income_ of only $945, or 
an actual loss of $30 per year. At the same time be bas been 
compelled to pay an increase in price of the commodities be 
bas bad to buy, and to that extent his annual income bas been 
further decreased. But suppose, instead of a loss of 30 days, 
there should be a suspension of 60 days during the year in 
order to harmonize production with demand-and many plants 

·have been closed this year for more than 60 days-this same 
employee would receive only $840 per year, or an actual loss 
of $135 per annum; and this, coupled with the higher cost of 
living, which fo1lows a high tariff, his net income is absolutely 
wJped out, and he finds . himself at the end of the year in a 
much worse condition under the increased tariff than under 
the normal conditions refen-ed to. To my mind, this serves to 
illustrate exactly what we are facing to-day. Following the 
high protective tariff provided for in the Fordney-McCumber 
Tariff Act of 1922, there was increased production in industry. 
It could not continue indefinitely. The saturation period was 
reached a year ago or more when the supply of manufactured 

, goods, according to statements made by the manufaCturer, ex
ceeded demand. Curtailment' of production followed, resulting 
in unemployment and distressing conditions among those em
ployed in the various industrial enterprises. 

Of course, the laboring man should be paid in proportion to 
his contribution toward the value of an article, for he is legally 
entitled to it; but he is entitled to a further consideration, .for 
when he elects to follow a particular line of work and endeavors 
to increase his efficiency he has a right to expect regular em
ployment. The manufacturer can close his plant for 30 or 60 
days with but little or no material loss, but when the laboring 
man is thrown out of employment for 30 or 00 days he suffers 
and in many cases suffers to hurt. 

Gentlemen, I am making this observation not for the purpose 
of misleading or prejudicing the mind of anyone, but I am sub
mitting it to the reason and intelligence of what has often been 
referred to here as" Mr. Average Man." If I am wrong in the 
.facts submitted or in the conclusions drawn, my mind is open 
to conviction and I am prepared to correct either, but if I am 
right I feel that those who listen or those who read will .sooner 
or later register their approval or indorsement in a way that 
all will be able to understand or interpret their wishes_ in the 
matter, and that this long-standing, high, and increasing pro
tective-tariff policy will be changed or modified in such a way 
that all classes may be benefited alike, if there be any benefit, 
and the old policy of " equal rights to all and special privileges 
to none " will again become the dominant and leading policy of 
our Government 

The high protectionists proclaim from the housetop that this 
policy is necessary in order to maintain domestic .or home mar

.kets for producers. That may work well for the manufacturer, 
but the cotton producer wants also a world market for his crop. 

If you force the cotton grower to confine himself to the home 
market and exclude his crop from the markets of the world you 
will drive him completely out of business, because under existing 

. conditions }le must sell more than one-half of his crop abroad, 
and if you erect high-tariff walls around this country and 
thereby force foreign governments to erect similar walls and 
exclude our raw products you not only injure the cotton farmer, 
but you absolutely destroy him. It is impossible and unthink
able to contend that the cotton produced in this country should 
be left to the domestic markets and then expect the producers 
thereof to even eke out a living at the prices that will follow. 

Now, we would like to look at the question just a little further 
from the ~tandpoint of the farmer. While the pending bill was 
being considered in the House about a year ago I undertook to 
show from its various provisions how, in my judgment, it would 
operate if enacted into law against those engaged in the agri
cultural industry. I did not speak in generalities, but pointed 
out specifically the amount of taliff or duty that would have to 
be paid by a farmer upon the purchase of various articles needed 
in the operation of his farm and in connection with his home 
or family budget. From the table or figures submitted at that 
time it was estimated that a farmer of moderate circumstances 
with a family of five or more persons would pay on an average 
of $150 to $1,000 per year in the way of tariff duties on those 
articles necessary for his home and farm. Up to this time the 
estimate has not been denied nor has any effort been made to 
refute it. I refer to this because there has been and there is 
still a serious and unsolved farm problem in this country, and 
farmers in some sections have at times been led to believe that 
the high protective tariff policy means greater prosperity for 

agl'iculture as wen as industry. But in view of the high rates 
found in the last tariff act passed in 1022 and in view of the 
undisputed and lamentable fact that agriculture bas gone from 
bad to worse every year from its passage to the present time 
I am unable to see where any intelligent farmer can longer be 
deceived by this argument. 
- However, the proponents of the bill are saying now that the 
passage of the bill will mean higher prices for farm crops. If 
there is any change at all, they will have to be higher because it 
is. almost . impossible for them to go lower, for the price of 
wheat, cotton, corn, and some of the other crops is lower to-day
June 14-than on any corresponding date since the passage of 
the high tariff act of 1922. 

I am not certain that there is going to be an increase in the 
price of farm crops after the passage of this bill, but if there 
should be a small increase, or a substantial increase for that 
matter, it does not follow that tllere will be a greater net in
come or increased prosperity to the farmer. He might sell his 
products for a higher price and still he ay be the loser because 
of the greater increase in the price of those things he has to 
purchase to carry on his farming operations or for those things 
he may need in his home. I will attempt to illustrate the point 
I am endeavoring to make by the use of some figures recently 
obtained from the Department of Commerce and the Department 
of Agriculture. 

The table below will show the average annual production of 
five major farm Cl'Ops, to wit, cotton, corn, wheat, oats, and tame 
bay for the 5-year period from 1912 to 1916, and the period 
from 1925 to 1929, together with the per cent of increased pro
duction during the latter 5-year period over the former five 
years. 

Crop 

Cotton._----------------------- __ bales __ Corn _____________ • _____________ bushels __ 

Wheat- ___ ---~---------------------do ___ _ 
Oats ______ --------------------- ___ do ___ _ Hay, tame ________________________ tons __ 

Average 
annual 

production, 
5 years, 

1912-1916 

13,327,000 
2. 761, 252, 000 

809, 357, 000 
1, 296, 406, 000 

76,978,000 

Average 
annual 

production, 
5 years, 

1925-1929 

15,287,000 
2, 762, 364, 000 

821, 581, 000 
1, 319, 011, 000 

94,528, ()()() 

Average 
annual 
per cent 

of in
crease in 
produc

tion 

14 
.04 

1.50 
2 

23 . 

The following table will show the average annual price of 
the various crops named for the two 5-year periods, 1912 to 
1916 and 1925 to 1929, together with the per cent of increase 
in price during the latter period over the former : 

Crop Average annual price, ll 
years, 1912-1916 

Average annual price, 5 
years, 1925-1929 

Average 
annual per 
cent of in
crease in 

price 

Cotton_________ 12.4 cents per pound______ 16.6 cents per pound_______ 33 
Com ___________ 65.7 cents per busheL ____ 71.4 cents per busheL_____ 8 
Wheat__ _______ 101.3 cents per bushel _____ 114.8 cents per busheL____ 13 
Oats ___________ _ 40.7 cents per busheL ___ 41.4 cents per busheL_____ 2 
Hay, tame _____ $11.44 per ton _____________ $12.78 per ton_____________ 11 

It will be observed from these tables that there was not only 
an increase in the average annual production of each of the 
five major crops in the last 5-year period over that of the 
former, but there was also an increase in the price. It would 
appear, therefore, that when there is an increase in production, 
as well as an increase in price, there should be increased 
prosperity in agriculture. Let me make the illustration a little 
more specific. Suppose the average annual production of each 
grower of cotton increased 14 per e~nt during the 5-year period 
from 1925 to 1929 over the 5-year perio.-:i ~ .. om 1912 to 1916 and 
each should receive an increase of 33 per \..~nt in price, as 
shown from the above tables, it would seem that the economic 
condition of the cotton grmvers during the Latter 5-year period 
would be much better than during the former 5-year period. 
Yet I doubt very much whethe.r you would be able to find a man 
in the Cotton Belt who would admit that to be true, because 
they would all say that economic conditions among cotton grow
ers was much worse from 1925 to 1929 than from 1912 to 1916, 
and I think you would find the same thing to be true as to the 
farmer in the Wheat Belt or in the Corn Belt. Then, gentlemen, 
I ask, in all seriousness, why is this true? The tables show that 
there was both an increase in production in each of the crops 
nam~d during the latter 5-yeal· period. as well as an increase in 
price. Then why should not the farmers growing these particu
lar crops be in better financial condition at the end of 1929 than 
at the en,d of 1916? The only 1·easonable answer I have been 
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able to obtain is that the farmer had to pay a greater increase 
in the price for the things he had to buy- than he received by 
way of increase in price for the things he had to sell. And this 
seems to be verified' by the table below, which shows the. average 
wholesale factory price of the various articles named for the 
5-year period 1P12 to 1916 and the 5-year period 1925 to 1929, 
together with the per cent of increase in price prevailing during 
the latter period as compared with the former, the figures being 
furnished me by the Department of Commerce. 

Article 

I 

Average 
wholesale 
,factory 

price, 
1912-1916 

Average 
wholesale 

factory 
prii:e, 

1925-1929 

Per cent 
of increase 

in price 

/ 

1\lr. HARE. That was the impression I received. But I am 
· glad the gentleman asked .me this question, because it gives me 
an opportunity to call further attention to this feature of the 
bill especially since so much hns been said with reference to 
agriculture. 

In 1922, when you passed the Fordney~McCumber Tariff Act, a 
great deal was said then about agriculture. Let us see what 
the author of the bill had to say about it. ~1r. Fordney, speak
ing on the bill, said : 

My friends, as far as rates are concerned this is purely an agricul
tural bill. 

That statement vras . made when explaining the Fordney
McCumber Tariff Act of 1922, and it is such an important state-
ment I want to repeat it. -

$61. 4() 
35.42 
4.32 

$101.80 
47.38 
7.21 

16.13 
69. 14 

156. 75 
6.10 
1.80 

49.45 

So far as rates are concerned this is purely an agricultural bill. 
65 
33 Every farmer in this country knows now whether or not that 

8. 77 
34.70 
96. 57 -
4.30 

67 statement was true. 
~ Then I was interested a few days ago when I read that won-
62 derful speech made by my good friend from South Dakota (Mr. 
41 WILLIAMSON] when, referring to the benefits that would accrue 
~ to agriculture from the operation of' this bill, he said--1. 21 

29.05 

It will be noted that the increase in the price of the above
named articles increased from 33 to 86 per cent in the 5-year 
period from 1925 to 1!}29 over the 5-year period from 1912 to 
1916, whereas the price of the crops the farmer had to ~ell 
increased from 2 to 33 per cent. In other. words, the maximum 
increase in the price of the farm crops, to wit, 33 per cent cor
responds exactly with the minimum increase in the price of 
the commodities he- had to buy. That is,· if the- articles sold 
were equally weighted as to quantity or value and the articles 
purchased were also correspondingly weighted, we would see 
that while the price of the crops the farmer had to sell in
creased approximately 14 per cent the price of the things he had 
to buy increased 60 per cent over the same period of years, and 
it should be. observed that the period showing the difference 
in the increase of prices was after · the passage of -the - last 
tariff act in i922 which was said to be for the special benefit 
of agriculture. These figures well illustrate bow it is possible 
for a farmer or any one else, to be deceived or misled by 
apparent increase in prices for crops he has to sell, for increased 
production and increase in prices does not necessarily mean 
increased prosperity, because there may be a greate.r increase 
in the cost of production than the increase in price of the 
commodity sold and instead of there being a profit there will be 
an actual loss in the operation. To my mind, this is exactly 
what has happened to agriculture within the last 10 years, 
and if we are to go through the same experience following the 
passage of this bill I shudder for the future of agriculture and 
the destiny of this Nation. · 

Now, gentlemen, before closing my remarks I want to call to 
the attention of the House and the country the statement just 
made by the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. 
HAWI.EY] with reference to the benefits that are going to accrue 
to agriculture from the operation of this bill. · 

When I first became a Member of this House the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY] impressed me as a man who was 
absolutely honest and fair, and I do not mean to question his 
integrity at this time, or to say that I have in any way been 
relieved of my first impression as to his absolute fairness, but I 
want to emphasize the fact that he goes upon record and pro
claims to the country that, under the operation of this bill, ac
cording to figures submitted to him by the Department of Agri
culture, an instrumentality of this Governme_nt, the general 
farmer in the State of Iowa will receive as a Denefit accruing 
from the bill, approximately $1,600 a year, whereas he will have 
an expenditure of on1y about $182 a year in the way of a tariff 
on the things he purchases to go into his home and in the con
duct of bis farming operations. If that statement is absolutely 
true, I look to see the State of ,Iowa within the next two years to 
bloom and blossom as the rose. I would like to see the farmers 
of Iowa take notice of this statement, and I will be interested to 
know whether or not, in actual results, this is going to be the 
result of the operations of this bill when enacted into law. If so, 
I will change my mind with reference to the tariff and modify 
my statements wlth reference to the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr: BAREl Yes. . 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I want to call the gentleman's attention 

to the fact that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY] re
ferred to a specific farmer and not to the average farmer. 

Mr. HARE. I understood him to say it woul~ be a representa-
tive farmer or a general farmer. ,- · 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I think not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
South Carolina has expired. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two 
additional minutes. 

Mr. HARE. He said: 
I have made a very careful analysis of the bill With refet·ence to that 

particular matter, and I am thoroughly convinced that from the stand
point of agriculture the bill is one of the best that has ever been before 
the House, and certainly is much b~tter than the act of 1922. 

The act of 19.22, according to the author, Mr. Fordney, "was 
purely an agricultural bill." Now we have the information that 
this is more than purely an agricultural bill, because, according 
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. WILLIA.MSON], it "is 
much better than the act of 1922." · 

It reminds me of the old darkey who was a star witness in 
court. After he had told his · story the lawyer said to him, 
"Uncle Isaac, are you sure you have told the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing else but the truth?" "Yas, sir," he replied. 
"I shore have told the truth, the whole truth, and, if anything, 
a 'leetle' to the rise of the truth." 

I think if we had a purely agricultural bill in 1922, according 
to the statement of my good friend from South Dakota, this 
will be just a "little to the rise" of a "purely agricultural bill." 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
South Carolina has again expired. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. [Applause.] 

Mr. SLOAN, 1\!r. Speaker, the Hawley-Smoot bill is reaching 
the end of its long trail. Great credit is due the learned, able, 
conscientious, and loyal chairman, Bon. 'VILLIAM ·o. liA WLEY, for 
his masterly conduct of the bill in the House and in conference. 
[Applause.] 

The meed of praise should not be withheld from his support
ers on the committee, who did excellent service in making this 
bill the legislative masterpiece of the Seventy-first Congress. 
[Applause.] Nor should be forgotten the minority members, 
who, not agreeing in ultimate results or in voting for the bi11, 
have in individual cases given considerable aid and interposed 
little obstruction to the progress of the bill. 

So that the undue delay in its passagl:', causing loss of at 
least $75,000,000 revenue to the Treasury and the incalculable 
loss to agriculture, labor, and industry by their paraly is in the 
long period of delay, must be placed elsewhere than in the 
south wing of this Capitol. [Applause.] 

The district I represent is an area of the best part of the 
American Corn Belt, which is the best part of the world. We 
have sent no outcry as from a sinking craft. We have only 
demanded as long oars as the experienced boatmen have, and 
we will do the rest. 

This bill gives us that. We will pull through. We are will
ing that a little life-saving shall be done for others. Yes; we 
are willing to help. 

Nebraska is the most exclusive agricultural State in the 
Union. If this bill favors agriculture, it will favor Nebraska. 
With its passage practically every product of the Corn Belt will 
be protected. As two-thirds of the articles we buy are on the 
free list, and we sell more protected articles than we buy pro
tected and free combined, we have had an advantage in that 
respect for years. Our sole handicap has been our farm tariff 
rates being lower than those of industry. That disparity has 
been removed -by the Hawley-Smoot bill. The -solemn pledge 
made by the Kansas. City -convention and restated by President 
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Hoover is being grandly redeemed in yesterday's and to-day's 
votes and the anticipated presidential approval next week. 
[Applause.] 

There are critics and antagonists of this bill who have been 
critics and antagonists of the 1922 act . 
. This will leave them as professed friends of the farmer, witb 
the 1913 act as the only ghastly evidence of their fal;'m affec
tions. [Applause.] 

Excluding sugar, tobacco, and w.ool, the 1913 agricultural rates 
aT"ernged 6.79 per cent. 

The 1922 rate, 17.09 per cent. 
The 1930 rates, 33.35 per cent, applied to 1928 imports 

throughout this speech. . 
All industrials, 1913, estimated, 27 per cent. This was meas. 

ured by its actual operation. 
1922 rates, 29.42 per cent. 
1930 rates, 32.76 per cent 
It will be noted that there was a disparity ·of 20 per cent 

between agriculture and industry in the Underwood law, 1913 
act; 12.33 per cent in the 1922 act; while in the 1930 act there 
is a complete reversal, the agricultural rates exceeding all indus-
trials by 0.59 per cent. [Applause.] . 

The increases I -show are arithmetical-the base being 100 
per cent-with additions to or subtractions therefrom. Were we 
to use the · geometrical form-that is, percentage of increase 
with Fordney-McCumber rates as a basis-it would show on 
agricultural products an increase of nearly 100 per cent. 

In 1922 all raw agriculture is 38.10 per cent; 1930, 48.92 per 
cent. an increase of 10.82 per cent. 

All industrial in 1922 was 29.42 per cent; 1930, 32.76 per cent, 
or an increase of only 3.34 per cent, which is a little less than 
one-third of all agricultural increase. [Applause.] 

-AU uutiable items in 1913, 27 per cent; 1922, 32.31 per cent; 
and 1930, 38.14 per cent. 

It will be noted that the 1922 act increased all dutiable articles 
4.31 per cent, and the 1930 act increased them 5.38 per cent. 

It will be readily seen the large influence in this latter 
increase was made through the higher agricultural rates. 

If we select 20 of the leading agricultural products of the 
Northwest, namely, barley, beef, butter, cattle, corn, eggs, fruit, 
hay, horses and mules, milk, mutton, oats, pork, potatoes, poul
try, rye, seeds, sugar, wheat, and wool, the percentage of duty 
under the Underwood tariff would be approximately 6 per cent 
and under the 1922 act 26 per cent and the 1930 act 38 per cent 

This last statement should be understood that each one of 
the items is given equal rank, and the value of the figures 
would be merely presenting another angle. 

The increase of the 20 articles treated as units is 11.59 per 
cent over the 1922 act, which is nearly four times as gteat as 
the increase of all industrials. 

The increased revenue on a 1928 basis for all imports would 
be $106,426,269. Of this, raw agi·iculture representing one-third 
of the imports would bring in a revenue increase of more than 
one-half the total increase, to wit, $55,448,390. 

All agriculture, with less than one-half the imports, would 
produce 68 per cent of the increase. That is more than two
thirds. So we have the situation of raw agriculture producing 
more than one-half the increase of revenue, while it is only 
one-thh·d of the imports. 

Approximately 40,000,000 of our people are farmers so clas i
fied. 1.'hey being one-third of the population are given two
thirds of the benefits under this bill which would be as a matter 
of distribution in the ratio units of 4 in favor of the farmer to 
1 of all others. Then, under the theory that protection will 
contribute to the wealth of those favor~;d, two-thirds of the 
benefit would go to swell about one-sixth of the Nation's income, 
the farmer's income being $12,000,000,000; total income for the 
United States being from seventy to eighty billions. 

It is gratifying to know that labor and agriculture are united 
in the support of this excellent measure. This matter settled, 
we look with confidence for reduction of unemployment. 
[Applause.] 

A strong opposition is being fostered through the metropolitan 
press with the purpose reasonably well understood. It was the 
!-!arne purpose manifested in 1911 and 1913 which in behalf of 
the consumers of the great cities attempted to reduce the cost 
of living at the expense of the farmer, and it was done. Now 
with a prospect of the agricultural congressional districts being 
reduced .,from 20 to 25, and a corresponding increase in the 
great centers it behooves the producers of the United States to 
support this measure and occupy a coign of vantage now which 
we will not have again in 100 years. 

TI1ey are not courageous Americans who either listen to or 
join in .the foreign clamor against this measure. We will take 
care of our own affairs ; and the coming campaign will sift out 
those who stand up for American industries and farms, and 

reveal to the public those who always take the foreign in
terests because they like the foreign flavors. The American 
market is the largest economic factor in the world. ~ is 
eighteen times as great as our foreign market. Every other 
nation by direct attack, subterfuge, and threat is endeavoring 
to gain access thereto. 

The deplorable fact is that legal residents of this coun
try are taking their cue against America and for the foreign 
interests against their own people. We read in papers this bill 
denounced as "infamous." Others declare it an "outrage," 
probably without ever reading it or knowing its contents. It is 
a fact that the loudest denunciations are by those least in
formed. 

The criticisms of this tariff bill actually made on the floor of 
the House are the mildest made against any tariff bill in the 
last 50 years. And the better informed its opponents are, the 
milder are their criticisms. The American market belongs to 
the American people, and the State of New York and New Eng
land are of more importance as a market for the Com Belt 
than is all the outside world. The Pacific coast means more to 
ns than all the Orient, while Ohio and Pennsylv-ania are better 
than all Europe. [Applause.] 

Mr. COLLIER. l\1r. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [1\Ir. JoHNSON] such time as he may desire to use. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. Speaker, the farmers of 
America have been promised more and given less by the present 
national administration than by any other administration within 
the past 100 years. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] a few moments 
ago referred to the promises of the Republican Party at the 
Kansas City convention. In answer I will say to the gentleman, 
who poses as a friend of the farmer but who is to-day voting 
with and for the special interests, that American farmers have 
not forgotten those innumerable preelection promises during the 
last campaign. [Applause.] They have not so soon forgotten 
the Republican platform pledge that agriculture was to be placed 
on equality with industry. Equality for agriculture was not 
only solemnly promised by the party platform and candidate, 
if elected, but that promise was made so persistently from every 
stump that ·\.te farmers of the country evidently felt they bad a 
right to expect that solemn promi ·e to be kept by the party now 
in power. 

FARMERS PROMISED a LIMITE:D" REVISION 

For the purpose of cal'l'ying out the oft-repeated pledge of 
placing the farmer on parity with the manufacturer, the farm
ers were further promised a " limited " revision of the tariff. 
But permit me to remind Members of this House that no general 
revision of the tariff was promised or suggested during the last 
campaign. No one, except possibly the gigantic corporatious 
and special interests ever dreamed of a general revision or the 
unreasonably high tariff bill that we are now asked to support. 

Even w ben this tariff tinkering began many months ago the 
President in his message to Congress urged onlY a limited revision. 
He did not urge a general tariff revision or an embargo on 
foreign products. Many of the inequalities of agriculture with 
industry had been pointed out, and at last the farmers thought 
they were coming into their very own. But, Mr. Speaker, it 
now is almost impossible to believe that the special session of 
Congress, called by the President for the alleged purpose of 
keeping campaign promises, was actually referred to as the 
"farm-relief session," for it was there that this high tariff bill 
had its inception. Your" stepchild," this Hawley-Smoot-Grundy 
tariff !Jill, bas now been born, and our leading economists 
assert the measure will " relieve " the American farmers to tbe 
tune of a billion dollars every year. [Applause.] 

HISTORY OF BILL EXPLAINS <<WHAT MAKES THE HIGH TARIFF HIGH " 

Before the final vote is taken, the final curtain falls on this 
measure, it might be interesting to Members of this House and 
the country should I first give a brief history of how this in
famous measure was conceived and written and jammed through 
Congre s against the wishes of a majority of Members on both 
sides of this aisle. Such a resume of the history of this legisla
tion might also answer the oft-repeated question of "What 
makes the high tariff high?" 

While the farmers were congratulating themselves on the 
thought that soon a tariff bill would be revised in order to giye 
the farmer the same degree of protection the industries have 
long enjoyed, the gigantic industries who were already showing 
enormous profits were actually writing a monstrosity of a bill 
proposing to heap additional burdens on the backs of the Ameri
can farmers. 

It is well known that this tariff measure was first prepared 
by a handful of Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House. Not over 15 Membe1·s of this House 
had a chance to know what kind of a bill was being banded us. 
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Of those 15, exactly 11, as I recall, reside east of the Missis
sippi and north of the Ohio Rivers. Practically all of them 
represent industrial districts in Congress. It is also true that 
Democratic members of the committee were ignored and . not 

_permitted to have a ·hand in the writing of the bill. 
Su~ommittees were first appointed from the Ways and Means 

Committee of the whole, and if you will take the time to look 
up the districts of each subcommittee chairman it will not be 
difficult to understand why the special interests of the indus
trial East, rather than the farmers or the friends of agriculture, 
wrote this tariff legislation. 

WHO WROTE SUGAR SCHEDULE? 

As a glaring example, the duty or tariff on sugar under the 
old Fordney-McCumber Act was $1.76 per 100 pounds. The 
President's Tariff Commission of experts declared that to be 
exce sive, and I think the country generally will agree that 
sugar is now, and has for many years, been entirely too high 
for the consumer. 

Of course, the sugar interests, being dissatisfied with a legiti
mate and reasonable profit, wanted to get . its ·dastardly hand 
into this tariff-tinkering in order to rob the millions of citizens 
of this country. What happened? The farmers and public gen
erally got the first but by no means last shock when the one 
Member of Congress, who in my judgment should of right been 
embarrassed to even vote on the sugar schedule, was appointed 
as chairman of the subcommittee to write the tariff on sugar. 
I refer to the able gentleman· from Colorado [Mr. TIMBERLAKE], 
who bas in his congressional district no less than 13 of the 
largest sugar mills of the entire country. Now, it so ,happens 
that our people in Oklahoma, whom I am endeavoring to repre
sent in part in Congress, are consumers rather than makers of 
sugar, and feel that the high cost of living, including sugar, is 
already outrageous without being forced to pay an additional 
tariff on this necessity in every home. But the point I desire 
to stress is that it is little wonder that the consuming public 
got bunkoed in the writing of the sugar schedule. Is it difficult 
to understand what makes high sugar higher? Instead of re
ducing the tariff on sugar in keeping with the recommendation 
of the experts on the Taliff Commission, the duty was, of course, 
raised to heights undreamed of. 

In fact, the sugar interests overdid the thing. Had the 
sugar barons been satisfied with gouging the public for only a 
few millions possibly no serious protest would have been raised. 
While the great sugar corporations were writing this particular 
schedule they, no doubt, decided to eliminate all competition. 
They just could not be bothered by the consuming public. So 
the Sugar Trust hiked the duty in the House bill from $1.76 to 
$2.40 per 100 pounds, and to my amazement I saw them· line up 
honest men who, no doubt, really wanted to represent their con
stitutents, to vote for such an unTeasonably ·high sugar tariff. 
Under the lash of administration leaders I saw Republican 
Members, representing agricultural districts from our great 
Southwest, vote for the bill with many such unconscionable 
item as the sugar schedule. And that is not all, I saw some of 
them vote for a rule to shut off debate on that bill. It was 
" gag rule " in the extreme. But I want to be fair, and desire 
to say I was glad to see a number of Progressive Republican 
Members join in the fight of the Democrats in this House to 
force the sugar schedule down from $2.40 to $2 per 100 pounds. 
I wish it had been possible to have placed the tariff on sugar 
at a lower rate. 

HOW LUMBER LOBBY •r LOGROLLED" 

Without going into further details let me say the lumber 
interests wrote the lumber and shingle schedules in a similar 
fashion. The increased duty on lumber and shingles will co t 
the American people, according to the experts, no less than 
$50,000,000. The lumber interests have not only written thou
sands of letters urging an increased tariff on lumber, but all of 
us know they have had their high-powered. lobbyists here in 
Washington for months lobbying and logrolling for a lumber 
tariff. And still some one asks, "What makes the high tariff 
high?" [Applause.] 

What I have said about sugar and lumber applies to many 
other tariff schedules. Especially is this true of the brick and 
cement schedules. Hereafter, when the farmer buys lumber, 
brick, cement, and other building materials, he will find he has 
been "relieved" of his cash, if perchance he should have any, 
by being forced to pay decidedly increased prices. And some 
of you still have the temerity to try to make the farmer be
lieve this tariff tinkering by and for the special interests has 
been done to place agriculture on equality with industry ! 

For every dollar Congress has given .the farmer in this tariff 
bill it has robbed him of $10 in increased prices on those 
things he must eat and wear. 

INDOSTBIES NOT POVERTY STRICKEN 

The greedy industries had no moral right to come here and 
jam this bill through Congress as has been done, especially in 
the face of the · fact that indu tries in general have enjoyed 
tremendous profits under the old Fordney-McCumber law. 

The National City Bank is my authority for the statement 
that 375 manufacturing corporations during three months of 1929 
made an average of 37 per cent on their investment. The same 
report show that many of these made more the first six months 
of 1929 thnn was made the entire year of 1928. 

When this tariff tinkering began, more than a year ago, the 
production of iron ore was higher than ever in the history of 
this country. Yet, in the face of this and the fact that its 
profits were enormous, the iron-ore interests had the gall to 
come here asking for another substantial increase in the tariff 
on iron, and got it. 

IS 182 PER CE!IT "REASONABLE"? · 

When one of the ablest Republican Members of this Con
gress, the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. CBow
THER] was endeavoring to defend this iniquitous tariff bill on 
the floor of the House recently and was pleading for " reason
able profits" for his industries, I ventured to point out to him 
that one of the great steel companies made as high as 1 2 per 
cent earnings last year on its investment and asked if he con
sidered that reasonable. His reply indicated that he thought 
182 per cent not only reasonable but entirely legitimate. Well, 
the farmers of Oklahoma have not made 182 per cent on their 
investment. Many of them have not made 2 per cent, yet the 
steel companies are getting additional " protection " under this 
Grundy bill at the expense of downtrodden and depressed agri-
culture. [Applau~e.] · 

Let me say investigation disclose that not only did one steel 
corporation make 182 per cent on its investment, but in addition 
I find at least one steel company, the Republic Iron & Steel Co., 
showed an increase in earnings last year of 208 per cent. The 
Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co.' increase in 1929 wa 145 per 
cent over the year of 1928. The Bethlehem Steel Co. showed an 
increase of 160 per cent. The Otis Steel Co. only showed an 
increase in 1929, over 1928, of 78 per cent! Yet, they come to 
Congress, these poor " poverty-stricken " steel companies, plead
ing for more so-called " protection.'' 

LIBERAL DONATORS GET "LIBERAL PROTECTION" 

Is there any wonder that our citizens all over the country 
are up in arms against this bill? The people know that the 
big steel trusts were here to get " in " on this so-called " farm 
relief" program. This, in face of the fact that the United States 
Steel Corporation was recently given a refund in taxes of the 
sum of $33,000,000 by the Government. Not $3,300 nor $33,000. 
Secretary Mellon decided the steel trusts were paying too much 
taxes and refunded $33,000,000 to one steel corporation. 

One outstanding and notorious lobbyist freely admitted, when 
questioned by a Senate committee, that. inasmuch as the special 
interests had donated heavily to the Republican campaign they 
were entitled to ask for additional "protection." Judging from 
the manner in which the special interests have been cared for 
in this tarifi' bill, and I refer especially to the steel trusts, one 
is made to ask just how liberally they donated to the Republican 
campaign committee. 

FARMER'S LAST VESTIGE OF HOPE GONE WITH DEBENTURE DEFEAT 

The farmer might have withheld his condemnation of this 
tariff written by and for the indu trial East had the farmer 
been given the export debenture. But with that out of the bill 
the farmers lost their last vestige of hope as far as this tariff 
legislation is concerned. 

Administration leaders among the high protectionists, espe
cially from the industrial East, have had much to say about 
having voted for higher farm tariffs in the pending bill. But 
may I suggest they well knew that very few of these tariffs 
could po sibly beeome effective without the debenture, and, of 
course, they were assured that the debenture drawback provi
sion would not be finally left in the tariff bill. Although it is 
true that on a few farm products the tariff will be partially 
effective in securing high prices, these will only be on specialty 
crops like oranges, lemons, citrus, and other fruits, all of which 
will add to the high cost of living. Thus the farmers of Okla
homa and 45 other States will pay tlibute by way of increa ed 
prices to a few farmers in the States of California and Florida. 

This tariff bill is not calculated to assist the cotton farmers, 
but will add to their many additional burdens. The farmer 
must pay more for his cotton hoe next year and considerably more 
for his next cultivator. He must pay increased prices for every 
thread of clothing he buys for the family. No fair-minded per
son pretends to say this tariff i going to help farmers who prQ
duce other staple crops like ·wheat, corn, · oats, hay, and similar 
farm commodities. · · 
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Senator WILLIAM lD. BoRAH, recognized not only as one of 
the most eloquent statesmen in America but also as a profound 
thinker and consistent friend of the farmer, recently said: 

So long as we have the protective system without the debenture the 
American farmer must inevitably sen, to a very marked extent, in an 
open market, and buy in a highly protected market. If we take the 
debenture out of this bill and leave the farmer without the protection 
which that would give him, what will we have done for agl·iculture 
at this session M Congre s? We will go away from here without any 
substantial, permanent benefit to the cause for which we were called 
here. 

The distinguished Senator from Idaho further said, in his 
characteristic way: 

The people who live in agricultural States will not continue to pay 
high prices for what they buy and be refused protection for that which 
they have to sell. If there is anyone so shortsighted as to suppose 
that the vast territory west of the Mississippi River will surrender at 
the mere dictation of a conference committee, he is very much mistaken 
about the attitude of mind of those people. 

DEMANDS OF FARM ORGANIZATIONS IGNORED 

It is a significant fact that every farm organization in America 
is now opposed to your tariff bill since you have eliminated the 
debenture, the one and only amendment the farmers were really 
fighting for in this measure. Here is what Fred Brenckman, 
legislative representative of the National Grange organization, 
bas to say about the Hawley-Smoot-Grundy tariff bill: 

Until ri!cent weeks we had hoped that the tariff bill might be revised . 
in the Senate in such manner as to meet the needs of agru,ulture. But, 
in· all frankness, it is necessary to say that the rates of the bill which 
baa been passed by the Senate and sent to conference fall far short ()f 
placing agriculture on a basis of equality with industry, as was pr{)m
ised in the last presidential campaign. 

Speaking further, this legislative representative of one of the 
largest farm organizations in the world recently added: 

The debenture amendment contains the only proposal pending before 
Congress which is intended to accomplish this. In recent months the 
price of wheat, cotton, dairy, and poultry products, and other farm com
modities has been lower than at any time since the World War. At the 
same time farm costs have been maintained at high levels, principally 
by existing tariff rates on industrial commodities. 

Mr. Brenckman spffiks not only the sentiment of every farm 
organization in America, but also practically every farm leader 
in the entire United States. 

WHEAT TARIFF A '' GOLD BRICK " 

A few politicians in their efforts to ·fool the farmers are say
ing they voted for tariff on wheat of 42 cents per 100 pounds, 
but they forget to add that they have left the wheat grower to 
compete with Argentine and Russia in the Liverpool ma1'ket. 
With wheat prices at such low levels it will be difficult for the 
politicians to make the Oklahoma wheat grower believe that 
the wheat tariff is any aid to the American farmer. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will my colleague permit me to interject 
a statement right here that we import and pay duty on one 
two-hundredths of 1 per cent of the wheat we produce in the 
United States, or 37,321 bushels . . About one-sixtieth of 1 per 
cent of corn. The cotton imported is negligible. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That . is very true, and I thank 
my distinguished colleague from Oklahoma for his valuable 
contribution. 

The able gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR.], who has 
been representing his district in Congress with distinction for 
many years, another progressive Republican, has had the cour
age to speak his convictions on this tariff legislation. Concern
ing the much-talked-of 42-cent wheat tariff, Congressman FREAR 
recently said : 

Raising the wheat tariff rate to 42 cents per 100 pounds and then 
leaving the American wheat grower to compete with Russia and Argen
tina in the Liverpool market is a boasted feature of the pending bill 
that ostensibly promises protection to· the farm. As passed by the 
House, the tariJf increase is a gold brick that would convict any stock • 
gambler of fraud if left to the average jury. Yet we do just that when, 
in 1929, we produced arotmd 900,000,000 bushels of wheat and i.nlported . 
only about 37,000 bushels that possibly could be subjected to a 42-eent
per-hundred duty. 

WHY SPECIAL INTERESTS " SCRAPPED " DEDE!IITURE 

It is significant that practically all the Senators · and a ma
jority of the Representatives in Congress from the great wheat 
~elts of the Northwest and Middle West favored the export 
debenture for the reason that it would insure, if enacted. to the 
wheat growers 21 cents per bushel, or 50 per cent of the duty 

of 42 cents per bushel on wheat. The debenture amendment, in 
my judgment, was " scrapped" by ~e special interests that 
conceived and wrote the tariff bill for that reason. They knew 
full well it would actually become effective on wheat and other 
farm products-; that is why the debenture was discarded and 
the farmers who had been promised so much have been given 
so little. 

WORSE THAN PAYNE-ALDRICH BILL THAT WRECKED REPUBLICAN PARTY 

The brilliant young BoB LA FoLLETI'E the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin, has referred to the Grundy measure as the hi
jacker's tariff and that-

Its impositions far exceed those of the Payne-Aldrich bill that 
wrecked the Republican Party in 1909. 

The eloquent young Senator, another progressive Republican, 
has condemned this tariff bill in more bitter terms than has any 
Democrat in either House of Congress. He boldly charges that 
the bill is-

The product of a series of deals conceived in secret and executed 
-with a brazen effrontry that is without parallel in the annals of the 
Senate. Its most iniquitous features are the product of a combination 
of lobbyists, who have pooled their interests to achieve their ends. 

FARMERS "FLIMFLAMMED," SAYS NORRIS 

Senator NoRRIS, the able and venerable statesman from Ne
braska, wbo is known for his independence of thought and 
action and absolute loyalty to the common people, has con
demned the Grundy .measure in his fearless and courageous 
manner, so characteristic of the distinguished Nebraskan. He 
has not hesitated to say that the farmers have been "flim
fla.mmed" by this latest tariff tinkering. He, too, bas charged 
that the Grundy bill was lobbied through the Senate by the 
trusts and special interests by using the old game of logrolling 
and trading lumber for sugar and sugar for lumber, and so 
forth. 

OPPOSITION NOT PARTISAN POLITICS 

Several months ago, after the Grundy tariff bill -had been 
rushed through the House without giving the Members a chance 
to debate its features, I made a speech on the floor of the House 
at the first opportunity, at which time I pointed out some of tbe 
inequalities and abuses proposed in the pending bill. At that 
time administration leaders raised the cry of "politics " and 
charged me and other Democrats with opposing their bill for 
partisan reasons. But now that many of the outstanding and 
leading progressive Republicans of the great agricultural West 
like the Senators and Members of the House I have just men~ 
tioned, have joined the Democrats in condemning the tariff bill 
it is obvious that the opposition is not altogether pru·tisan by 
any means. I do not propose to cast a partisan vote on the 
tariff or any other legislative question. I am endeavoring to 
represent all the people, regardless of politics, whom I have the 
honor to represent in Congress. I am convinced that an over
whelming majority of the citizens of the sixth congressional dis
trict of Oklahoma, irrespective of politics, are absolutely and 
unequivocally opposed to the Grundy bill. 

As I see it, Mr. Speaker, there are two outstanding ways by 
which Congress might possibly aid the farmers by legislative 
enactment. First, all agree that the Congress would materially 
aid the farmer if it could and would assist him to secure better 
prices for his fru·m products ; and, second, by revising the tariff 
downward on actual necessities, and thus decreasing the high 
cost of living. I would gladly support a tariff bill that would 
do so. I would go further than that; I would freely support '1 
measure that would do either. If I thought the pendinoo tariff 
bill would insure better prices for stable crops like cotto~ corn 
wheat, o!lt.s, or bay, or, if 1 felt that it would decrease th~ high 
cost of liVIng, I would support the measure and urge its enact
ment. But I know it will do neither. I know it is going to add 
thousands of additional burdens upon the citizens of Oklahoma 
for the necessities of every household, without giving them any 
possible benefits. 

INCREASED COST IS ASTOUNDING 

Is it any wonder that practically every independent news
paper in America has condemned the Grundy bill as a fraud and 
a farce? Is it at all surprising that more than a thousand · of 
America's leading economists have declared the measure grossly 
unfair to the consuming public and have estimated that it will 
cost a billion dollars in increased prices? Following are a few 
items the tariff makers " found " needed additional '' protec;. 
tion." . The incrffise in cost of each schedule is enormous. It 
is astounding ! . . . 

Increase in cost of l_eatber, boots, and shoes, $250,000,000. · 
Cement, $60,000,000. 
Lumber, $50,000,000. 
Brick, $15,000,000. 
Tiling, $25,000,000. 
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Sugar, $32,000,000 in addition to the $216,000,000 now paid 

by the consumer. ~ 
Pig iron, on which the duty wns reduced to 75 cents a ton by 

the Senate, has been put back to $1.12% a ton, as fixed by the 
President under the flexible provision. 

The Senate reduced the high rates on aluminum and alumi
mim household utensils to the low rates of the 1913 Democratic 
tariff, but the conferees put them back practically to the rates 
of the Fordney bill. The sole beneficiary is the Aluminum Co. 
of America, controlled by the Mellon interests. -

Textiles have been granted the highest rates ever known. 
Woolen wear has increased from 56.4 per cent to 89.54 per cent 
The Vi•oolen· schedule alone is expected to cost $300,000,000 on 
clothing and wearing apparel. 

When this fact was pointed out to one high protectionist dur
ing the course of his remarks on the floor of the ·House re
cently-! refer to the distinguished gentleman from New York: 
[Mr. CROWTHER]-his only answer in defense of the woolen 
schedule was, "Well, who wants to wear a woolen shirt, any
way?" That is about as logical an argument as has been offered 
this afternoon for this bill. [Applause.] 

AD.:\HNLSTBATION MUST ACCEPT RESPONSIBILITY 

But why spe~k longer? Why give further statistics? The 
die has been cast. Noses have been counted. The big stick 
has been swung over the heads of Members of Congress. Many 
are giving the Grundy bill their half~hearted support against 
their best judgment. Brit the word has gone out that the bill 
must be passed, and we all know that will be done. Let the 
responsibility rest where it be_longs. Let the administration and 
administration leaders who have been boasting of their "great 
vict<?rY " in jamming this infamous, · .. upcon~cionable, and un
precedented high tariff bill through the Congress of the United 
States accept the consequences: . [App~ause.] . 

Mr. · COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. RAUURN] such time as he may desire. ' 

~r. RAYBURN. _Mr. Speaker,· ~ am oppoSed to the passage 
of this bill, and . my. reasons ·are ' too -many to discu-ss in the 
time that is possible for me to take unper the hurry for ~ vote, 
but I can not allow a bill such as this to become law without 
entering an earnest and solemn protest and giving a few of the 
many -reasons why _I dq not think it ' should pass and sqrqe of 
the outrages that will be -committed under its administration. 

·. B~fore tU:rnlng to this' bili- it should serve -a goOd purpose 
to briefly review t-he tariff history of the United States; at least 
in 'part. It should bP remembered that when our Government 
was formed the United States were rural. Alexander Hamilton, 
the pat"ron saint of the present· Republican Party;' in his' famoua 
Report on Manufactures advocated a protective tariff. - · · - _ 
· 4-s the years passed all parties · more or less favored protec~ 

tion at some time or another with the view of developing a ·self~ 
sufficient and economically independent country. The-spirit of ' 
nationalism at best w~s relatively weak, and party leaders 
vied with one another from time to time in strengthening the 
forces making for a united country. By the time of the adminis
tration of John Quincy Adams the tariff had been iner¢ased to . 
where the :n1asses of the people -were i~ a mo$t .rebelliol.ts' spirit · 
against what they termed a tariff of abominations. For a time 
at least it seemed that the Union itself would not be· preserved, 
so strong was the discontent with the tariff. imposed by Congress . 
under the leadership of those who were the forebears of the 
present Republican Party. When ·we read the schedules that 
excited such animosity a hundred years ago we are startled by 
how low they were compared with those imposed in our day and 
generation. In order to quiet the country, the compromise of 
1833 was effected. This compromise gave a reduction of 20 
per cent and directed that the reduction was to be made gradu
ally over a period of 10 years, giving time for industries to 
readjust themselves without losses. In 1842, after the fall of 
the Jackson-Van Buren regime, many of the hjgh duties were 
restored. The country resented this effort to fasten upon it a 
permanent policy of high tariffs. When Congress convened in 
December, 1845, the Secretary of the Treasury, Robert J. Wall~er, 
submitted what I think to be one of the · -very ablest reports 
ever submitted to any Congress, in which he recommended very 
high rates on all luxuries, including wines and liquors·; ap_ 
average duty of 25 per cent was to be laid on the great bulk . 
of imports which would compete with American wool and iron 
manufactures ; and a long list of articles · of everyday consump
tion was submitted on which ·no duties would be impo"sed~ The 

· recommendations were enacted into ·law in July, 1846. and 
proved to be most successful. The tariff of 1846 remained the . 
corner stone of the Democratic structlll'e until 1861. Did this 
reasonable tariff policy interfere with the prosperity of the 
country? Not at all. The decade from 1850 to 1860 was exceed
ingly prosperous. 

This tariff stimulated trade · to an unprecedented degree. 
The merchant marine of the United States expanded to an 
unprecedented degree and gave -promise of mastery of inter
national commerce. It was an era of great growth, expan
sion, and prosperity throughout the whole lancl. "Compai·e it 
for a moment with the time in which we live-bankruptcy and 
stagnation· on every hand. · 

Since 18~1 the Republican Party has · largely had its own 
way with reference to the tariff. As soon as it came into con~ 
trol it scrapped the policy which was established in 1833 and 
reaffirmed · in 1846, ·which policy meant moderation and fair
ness to · the whole' people in tariff · making. Every time the 
Republican Party has revised the tariff it has raised existing 
rates · without regard· to · how it would affect the country, ex
cept the selfish interests desiring to operate behind a pro
hibitive Chinese ~all. The methods of wri~ing tariff laws _ by 
Republicans has, since the _first, been characterized by log
rolling, trading 2-nd trafficking, and throwing to the winds every 
consideration of justice and fair-dealing to sections of the 
country and groups of citizens. 

Wh{m -the· Democrats came into power in 1913, under the 
leadership of .. ~resident · Wilson, a Democratic Congress cre
ated a Tariff_ Co;ffimission with power to ~investigate all tariff 
schedules and recommend rates in accordance with fairness 
and justice to all concerned, as had characterized the Demo
cratic Party .from ifs beginning to that date. President Wil
son recommended, and a Peniocratic Senate confirmed, such 
distinguished ·and h~arned ecnomists . as Frank W. -Tou sig, .of · 
Harvard, and Page of the University of Virgi-nia, and others of 
similar standing, ability, and unimpeachable· character. Men 
who were not afraid to seek and find the truth. 

Their recommendations to Congress were not clouded by bias 
or _partisanship or by the hue and cry of local and pmely selfish 
inte~·ests. It .was known that they would make careful study 
and report of competition in this country and abroad and sub
mit to Congress data _ upon_ which sensible changes could . be 
made. _That . Tariff Commission . had · standing in the country. 
Their recommendations were respected everywhere as· the resUlt 
of -ai·rival at honest conclusion · made not in a partisan spi'rit 
nor fear · of loss of job if they did-not ·find what the selfish in
-terests wanted them to find. I assert. that no Tariff Commrs:. 
sion ·since the Republicans came to power in 1921 has had the 
faith and confidence of fhe country. - The Republican Pad.y has 
not dared repeal the law c1·eating a Tariff Commission, because 
the country too well understood and indorsed the work it had 
done, but a -Republican President did drive from the commis
sion the sCientists and experts· ana appointed nien who, without 
independent judgment, were willing to take orders and do the 
bidding of the appointive power and the special interests who 
battered at the ·doors of the commission and the White ·House. 
-Who are the members of the present Tariff Commission? No
body knows. The average 1\Iember of Congress could riot name 
them, nor would he bike seriously any character of recommenda
tion made by them. The · commii?sion as reconstructed since 1921 
has been prostituted to do the bidding of selfish interests seek
ing favors through Federal legislation. With this pliant com
mission, the President can get any recommendation he wants. 
On its face it" may look like the independent action of the com
mission, while in fact the President has only approved what he 
has all·eady ·asked this order-taking body to find. Under the 
provisions of this bill the power, so called, of the Tariff Com
mission is not curtailed but extended. 

The wrong of the thing lies in the irresponsible exercise by 
the Executive of a legislative fuuction. The defenders of this 
provision claim ·that by this bill a nonpartisan commis ion will 
be appointed and that the ills of the present law of which we 
complain will be cured. But will it be a nonpartisan, inde
-pendent commission? If the present President does what his 
predecessor did, he will appoint no man to the commission whose 
actions he does not know in advance. 
. With a pliant Tariff Commission and the ~exible provision 
in the law, whereby the President on and after advice from the 
Tariff Commission is empowered to raise or lower any exist
ing tariff rate qO per cent, we can and will see the tremendous 
and dangerous power that you lodge in the bands of the Execu
tive, it matters not who he temporarily may be. 

In 1922, when the Congress enacted the so-called flexible pro
_vision, ·r then denounced it as the most cowardly abdication of 
congressional authority and duty of which the Congress had 
ever been guilty in its whole history. That I repeat to-day. 

Under the Constitution the taxing power is vested in Con
gress, and aU legislation for the levy of taxes must originate in 
the House- of Representatives, and for a good reason, ·as the 
Representative is elected each two years, and comes fresh from 
the people, suppGseq to be carrying the latest expression of their 
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will on public matters. Yet the Congress, which itself should of the farmers throughout the West and Middle West have 
cling to this function, privilege, and duty, has and is by its believed this and have consistently voted the Republican ticket. 
own act surrendering to the Executive the power to write the Some years ago a tariff of more than 40 cents a bushel was 
tariff laws of the country, and thereby acknowledging its in, placed on wheat. Wheat to-day is selling at the lowest price 
capacity to do the work that the fathers gave to it as a solemn it has in many years. A tariff of 15 cents a bushel was 
duty. placed ·on corn, and yet every farmer in the corn-producing 

It would be no more violative of the intent and spirit of the section will tell you that he has sold his corn belo:w the cost 
Constitution for Congress to assume the duties and prerogatives of production. A protective tariff can not help agriculture as 
of the Executive than it is for the Congress to abdicate this a whole it matters not how high a rate is put on agricultural 
greatest of all its functions to the Executive-that is, the power, · products, for the reason that 75 or 80 per cent of the lanrl 
the right, and the duty to select the objects of taxation and fix planted to crops in the United States raise crops that a tariff 
the rates thereon. No President will ever ask Congress to as- can not reach. No crop of which there is an export;able sur
sume any duty imposed on him by the Constitution. The reverse plus can be helped by a tariff. We export from 55 to 60 per 
is true, as practically every Executive is grasping for more cent of the cotton that is raised in the United States. No 
power and never giving up any. The trend is to. glorify the cotton that comes in competition with the ordinary American 
Executive, and Congress is adding to this ever-growing power cotton is shipped into this country. Therefore, no tariff, it 
by supinely and cowardly passing laws at every session of Con- matters not bow high, would help cotton, and yet there is an 
gress giving away its duties, powers, and functions to the effort from some sources to create the impression among 
Executive. cotton farmers that a protective tariff would be a good thing 

In this bill you place a tariff of 2 cents per pound on ~ugnr. for them. 
This will cost the consumers of America $200,000,000 annually. We have been for 60 of the last 70 years under a protective 
The President, under this bill, can raise this rate to 3 cents per tariff that is supposed, according to the . argument of its de
pound and by one stroke of the pen put an additional $100,000,- fenders, to make the country prosperous; but after all of the!;Je 
000 on the consumers of sugar, a necessity of life used in every years of protective tariff the American farmers and small busi
bome. _ ness men find tl;lemselves upon the brink of bankruptcy. Prac-

Let us see some of the other things this bill does. Shoes are tically everything that he buys bas been made higher by tbe 
taken from the free list and a 20 per cent duty is substituted. tariff and practically everything that he sells is below the cq.st 
This will undoubtedly raise the price of every pair of shoes. of production. A protective tariff bas resulted in making a 
More than that, every piece of leather . will be taxed. Evecy small part of. the country rich and a large part poor. No one 
time t11e · farmer buys a horse collar, a p low line, or a piece of wants to take from him who has and give to him who has not, 
leather for any purpose he will pay a higher price. ' but we do assert that it should not be taken away from him 

Lumber, heretofore on the free list, will carry a tax under who has little and given to h!m _who already has much. 
this bill. Every time a home, a barn, a chicken bouse, is built We find under such laws as this proposal that 1 per cent of 
or repaired, t]le man who buys the lumber will pay an additional the people own 59 per cent of our national wealth. - Thirteen 
tax add~d to what he already pays in extortionate prices to the per cent ·-of the people own ·90 per cent of our national wealth. 
lumber trust. Should this obtain? · Does it ·show a healthy condition or does 

The rate on steel and iron is raised in this bill. Farm imple- it bode well for the future welfare of our country? Conserva
ments are already so high that the farmer can not buy what he tively est~mated we find at this time 4,000,000 men out l)f em7 
actually needs to carry on his farming operations. Not satisfied ployment. Just the other day the president of the American 
with _that condition you putan additional burden on him by. the Fede1·ation of Labor told members of the House Judiciary Com~ 
passage of this bill. Think of it, every time the farmer buys a . mittee that millions of f~milies in the country could not buy 
hoe, a r~ke, a plow point, a turning plow, sulky, mower, or a the bare . necessities of life. Is this Republican prosperity'? 
tb1·esbing machine, be wil1 pay more than the high prices that Presi_denti;:tl proclamations that business depression is over and 
he nows pays, which will make it impossible for him to own what that good tirries are returning have not made it · so nor has it 
be should have to carry on his business as a farmer. The price made jobs for the jobless nor put food in the mouths of the 
of one farm wagon is· more than all the profit from a whole crop. hungry. 

Cement is taken from the free list and put on the taxed list: It is predicted from some l).igh sources that this bill will 
This will add many thousands of dollars to the building of roads decrease onr export trade by causing people in other countries 
and everything into which cement goes. If a farmer wants to . to buy as little from us as possible in retaliation for our putting 
put concrete in his dairy barn or his hog pen he will, by the_ up this tariff wall against their products. If our foreign mar
passage of this bill, pay more for it. If the housewife desires kets are destroyed or impaired, it can have the effect only of 
a few yards of linoleum to cover a . floor of the .home, she wlil reducing the· price of the surplus crops and the surplus products 
find the price higher on account of a 20 per cent tax ievied by that we export by narrowing the market into which they are 
this bill. Even the little mirror car"ries an increased tax of 20 to go. 
per cent. The hair brush and the shaving brush will carry an The Republican Party has been in undisputed control of the 
increased tax of 20 per cent. The small alarm clock on the' Government for the past nine years. Their campaign promises 
mantelpiece carries an increased tax of 50 per cent. of relief to legitimate business and to agriculture have not been 

We could carry this list of outrages on indefinitely, but I kept. Allow me to repeat ·that after these years we find legiti
have called att~ntion to only a few .of the provisions of this mate business depressed as never before and agriculture in all 
bill that the Republicans call a . fa-rmer's tariff and a part of its· branches' on the verge of ruin. Bow long the American elec
their pi·ogram of farm relief. It will relieve. the farmer of torat.e will · ~ontinue to vote the Republican ticket and have 
what money he can get bold of, and to think, under the pro- their hopes shattered by the breaking of campaign pledges I 
visions of flexibility in this bill, the President has the power do not know. 
to raise these extortionate rates 50 per cent higher than they The leader of t~e R~publican Party in the Senate predicts that 
are in' the proposed bill. Some say the President will not if this bill is passed the tariff will not be revised again within 
raise these rates. We must judge the future by the past. A the next 12 years. This means, of course, if the Republican 
Republican President raised the steel and iron tariff from 75 Party remains in power. Therefore, the only way that the 
per cent to 112~ per cent Be has made many other I'aises, American people can .hope for relief from this burdensome tariff 
and few reductions. is to ·put out of power the party that sponsors it and that has so 

Pra'etically everything of common use in the home and on often broken its pledges to them and put into power the party 
the farm carries an additional tax under the provisions of this of Jackson, Cleveland, and Wilson. 
bill Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 

It is true that there are some products of the farm and gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HocH]. 
ranch that a reasonable tariff would help. Take, for instance, :Mr. BOCH. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, the 
citrus fruits of all kinds, many vegetables, dairy products, gentleman from Tex;.t.s J111r. GARNER] referred a few moments 
poultry products, onions, potatoes, wool, meats, and a few ago to the lumber item, and I rise especially to express myself 
others. These carry a tariff in this bill and would benefit the · frankly upon that proposition. 
producer if the bill did not by other provisions raise the price Before doing that, I desire to make ·a few general observations 
of everything the producer has to buy in much higher degree upon the bill as a whole. No tariff bill bas ever been entirely 
than you benefit the producer by the tariff that you give him. satisfactory to _anybody or to any section of the country, and, 
It does the producer no good when, by this law, you put a of course, there is no section .of the country where this bill in 
dollar in his pocket with one hand and with the other band some particular is not being criticized. For instance, there are 
take $10 out of. his other pocket. . . _ a. great many who think it does too much for industry. On the 
- The farmer has been told for a generation by · the Republican ·other band, there ··are many industrial sections of the country, 

Party that a protective tariff was beneficial to him, and many where men are out of employment a result of the importation 

LXXII-679 
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of foreign goods, made by cheap labor, where it is thought it 
does not give adequate protection to industry, and it is con
demned because of its high agricultural rates. 

I think the farm rates in this bill are by all odds the best 
that were ever enacted in this country. [Applause.] We might 
frankly admit, of course, that upon great export crops, like 
wheat, the tariff can not be of very great benefit except under 
certain conditions and upon some grades of wheat, but, cer
tainly, upon such farm products as meat and live cattle and 
poultry and eggs and butter and cream and cheese, where there 

.- have been large and increasing importations, the bill ought to 
be of substantial benefit to the farm country. 

Of course, there are many items in the bill which I do not 
like at alL I think the bill, on the whole, is better than when 
it passed the Ilou e. I think, for instance, that it improved the 
bill to put on the free list logs and shingles, cedar lumber, and 
to keep sugar and cement at the lowest figures between the rates 
of the Hou e and the Senate. 

Then we have been able to secure an improved fiexible provi
sion, which I believe the President will forcefully administer 
with the aid of a reorganized Tariff Commission. I think this 
should mark a distinct step forward in securing more scientific 
tariff adjustments. 

On the whole, to sum up, I think it is much better to pass the 
bill than to continue the tariff agitation with its depressing 
effect on bu iness everywhere. 

Having aid this, I want to state frankly, with reference to 
the tariff upon soft lumber, that I do not absolve from criticism 
the conferees in failing to bring that item back to the House 
for further consideration. I did not like it at all at the time, 
and said so very emphatically and say so again to-day. 

What was the situation? Neither the House nor the Senate 
committee had recommended a tariff upon soft lumber. In the 
other body it was first defeated and then was carried by a 
majority of one vote. The Senate rate was $1.50 per thousand. 

If I may , ay so, I bad something to do with the gentleman's 
agreement under which the House had an opportunity to vote 
upon a number of highly controversial items of general interest 
to the people of the country and those separate votes materially 
improved the bill. The conferees, upon the lumber item, put 
on in the Senate by a majority of one, came to the House and 
recommended a compromise of 75 cents. The House defeated 
this motion by a vote of 250 to 144, or a majority of 106. An 
emphatic majority in favor of free lumber. 

I admit that the conferees, technically, were within their 
rights under the rules of the House. Nevertheless, as I view it, 
they should, in good con cience, with all this background upon 
the lumber item, have come back to the House and permitted the 
Hou e to determine whether under the circumstances that then 
existed in the conference, we should agree to the lumber item. 

I am not saying this simply for the purpose of indulging 
in criticism, but having had something to do with the agreement 
for the e separate votes, and having expressed my elf elsewhere, 
I felt it only fair to those who were associated in that move
ment to state frankly here in the RECORD our emphatic disap-
proval of the action of the conferees in this particular. _ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Kansas has expired. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield "to the gentleman from 
Mis ouri [Mr. CooHRAN] such time as he may desire. . 

:Mr. COCHRAN of .Mi souri. Mr. Speaker, I am thinki.ng to
day of the several millions of our citizens unemployed and of 
the great majority of our people who are striving to provide a 
proper living for their families despite the increase in cost with 
no coiTesponding increase in wages. I do not think of my politi
cal welfare nor of the platforms of political partie . The wel
fare of our people means more to me tllan political success for 
the individual or the pru'iy. I propo e to vote .against this bill, 
becau e after careful study I am convinced that the benefits 
that will accrue to the farmer will be far off et by the advance 
in rates· that will increase the profits of industry and cause the 
cost of living to mount, thus putting an additional burden esti
mated by many well informed on the tariff question as $1,000,-
000,000 annually. 

My constituents, practically all of whom are employees, who 
al'e faced with depriving themselves of many necessities of life · 
at the present time, not speaking of luxuries, are in no position 
to shoulder this additional burden. 

When outstanding business men predict further unemployment 
in the event of the passage of the bill it is folly to pass it, but I 
rea]ize that the special interests are in the saddle to-day and the 
bill will be sent to the President. · 

President Hoover will have an opportunity to prove the oft
repeated declaration rGlative to his remarkable foresight and 
a"bility to demonstrate now whether he is a politician w11ling 

to extend special privileges to a pecial cla. s or whether be 
stands for fair play for the American people. 

While not of my political affiliation and knowing that if he 
vetoes the bill he will place himself in a position where be will 
be looked upon as being bigger than his party, I hope he will 
look at this question as I do when the bill is before him, thiu.k 
of the welfare of all the people and not a seleet few, and veto 
the b1ll. It is unnece sary at tbis time to analyze the uill. 
Every new paper in the country has told the peovle what it con
tains; how every article they wear, the food they eat, and the 
material that goes in the con truction of their homes will all 
increase in price, thu enlarging the profits of industry. Where 
do we :find one industry, one business e tablishment of any kind 
who has notified their employee their alaries will receive a 
corr~ponding boost. On the contrary, officials of large corpora
tions have announced that men will be laid off if the bill becomes 
a law. 

When the verdict of Congre is announced to-night there will 
be gloom in the home of every citizen who understands the itu· 
ation, but I say there is still hope and that hope rests with the 
Pre ident. He can, in my opinion, prevent further suffel'ing 
among the unemployed and add to his prestige by returning the 
bill to Congress without his approval. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield .to the geutleman from 
Texas [Mr. JoHNSON] uch time as he may desire. 

llr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr . .Speaker, thi is the last time 
the tariff bill will be considered in the House, and I am glad 
once again to register my protest against it. I shall vote against 
the conference rep01·t a I did against the bill on i pa age. 
To me it is indefensible, in that it will impo e a. burden upon 
the American people which they can ill afford to bear. 

It is rightly called the billion dollar tariff bill, for it will 
increase the cost of living of the American people in exce of 
that amount, and its exaction· will fall heavie~ t upon the poor. 

I can not follow the logic of tho e who hail it as a panacea 
for our economic ills. To feed the · hungry, raise the co t of 
food ; to clothe the naked, increa e the cost of hoes and weai'
ing apparel; to bouse the homele , raise the cost -of lumber, 
cement, brick, and building materials; and to put money into 
the pockets of the poor, make them pay more for the nece,_sitie 
that they buy. That is the Iogie of those who defend it. 

Surely, the mas es ()f the American people will not profit by 
it. The chief beneficiaries under its terms will be the industrial 
capitalists. It was for their benefit it was designed; it wa 
their lobbyists who dictated its terms; and they alone will 
reap its rewru·ds. To the masses it will be a curse rather 
than a ble sing. In sciiptural phra eology its practical effect 
will be that-

Whosoever hath, to him shall be given., and he shall h:l\'e more 
abundance; but whosoever hath not, from him shall be taken away, e.v-en 
that he hath. 

With a Republican majority of 100 in the House and 16 in the 
Senate, the adoption of this conference report is assured, which 
means that this iniquitous bill will become a law unle Presi
dent Hoover should veto it. Thi he will not do, for the inter
ests which procured his nomination and expended va t urns 
of money in securing his election demand that it become a law, 
and their behest he will obey. ' 

When consideration of t;p.is bill was first begun about 16 
months ago the President and Republican leaders in Congre._s 
declared. that the changes to be made in this bill from the 
existing tariff law would be exceedingly limited and confined to 
agricultural products and a very few others. What i the 
re u1t? The bill is gigantic in size, and instead of a limited 
revision, it is broad and comprehensive in its scope and covers 
nearly every item that the American people have to buy, from a 
spool of thread to the building material of which our homes 
are constructed. -

The tariff rates .on ~122 different items are changed. On 
887 items there is an increase and on 2.35 items there is a decrease 
in rates. Of the items involved in agriculture the tariff on 194 
items is increased and on 34 is decreased, making the net num
ber of items of agriculture increased 160, while in indu h·ies 
other than agriculture 693 items are increased and 201 are 
decreased, making the net gain in items affected in other indus
tries than agriculture 492. 

I shall not attempt to enumerate all of the items upon which 
the tariff is increased, but among the 887 articles. in common 
use upon which there is an increased tariff, and which the 
American people will have to buy almost daily, I mention the 
followj.ng : 

THINGS TO EAT 

Sugar, beef, mutton, lard, Irish potatoes, rice,- oatmeal, ville
gar, lemons, olives, almonds, molasses, maple sugar, maple 
siruiJ, celery, lettuce, _pineapples, grapeUuit, and chocolate. ·-
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THINGS TO WEAR 

Men's, women's, and children's shoes, woolen clothing, mohair 
clothing, cotton clothing, felt hats, wool hats, straw hats, 
hosiery, handkerchiefs, silk clothing, rayon wearing apparel, 
thread (both cotton and silk), needles, gloves, embroidery, and 
so forth. 

HOUSEHOLD ARTICLES 

Furniture, chairs, blankets, quilts, carpets, rugs, tablecloths, 
earthenware, chinaware, clocks, organs, electric generators, 
shades, screens, linoleum, brooms, hairbrushes, matches, mat
ting, and so forth. 

BUILDING MATERIAL 

Lumber, shingles, cement, paint, brick, asbestos, sand, lime, 
plate glass, steel, slate, blinds, paint brushes. 

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS 

Leather harness, purses, pipes, pencils, pens, violins, fishing 
rods, leather traveling bags, dolls, hemp twine and cord, garden 
and flower seed, pistols, shotguns (except muzzle loaders) , an
vils, umbrellas, clothespins, starch, toothbrushes, Christmas
tree ornaments, baskets, oilcloth, bells, surgical instruments, 
and so forth. 

The American people will be required to pay an increased 
price for all of the articles abo\e enumerated as result of the 
increased tariff rates thereon, and the present high cost of liv
ing in the United States will go still farther skyward. Millions 
of our citizens are now struggling to secure the necessities of 
life-they are asking for bread and you give them a stone . . 

Shoes are now on the free list, but this bill imposes a 20 
per cent tariff on them, and it is estimated that as a result our 
men, women, and children will pay annually $250,000,000 more 
for their shoes than they have heretofore. The prices of shoes 
already seem unreasonably high. 
· As an excuse for imposing the 20 per cent tariff on shoes and 

to make it appear that the cattle raisers are to be benefited 
thereby a tariff of 10 per cent on hides is imposed. This will 
likely increase the cost of hides about 75 cents each. A hide 
will make about fi ,.e pairs of shoes. The small increase the 
cattle raisers will receive in the price of' their hides will be 
more than offset by the increased price which they will have to 
pay for shoes which they buy. 

The cattlemen have not been deceived by this gold brick that 
is offered them of trading a 10 per c.ent tariff on hides whereby 
they will pay 20 per cent tariff on shoes. The American 
National Livestock ~ sociation, representing thousands of live
stock raisers throughout the United States, especially in the 
Western States, on April 15, 1930, wired Hon. JoHN GARNER, 
Representative from 'rexas and Democratic leader in the House, 
that the members of their organization preferred that hides 
remain upon the free list rather than to give to the leather 
and shoe interests this large increase, the closing sentence in 
the communication to Mr. GARNER being: 

We wish to go on record as being irrevocably against the acceptance 
of such a make-believe taritr on hides as an excuse to grant substantial 
protection to the leather and shoe industries. 

To the same effect was a telegram of the Texas and South
western Cattle Raisers' Association, which organization, in a 
telegram to Congressman GARNER on April 17, 1930, used this 
language: 

It is felt generally that the 10 per cent ad valorem in the House bill 
on hides is no tariff at all. It is generally felt that we would be more 
favorable to free hides, free leather, and free shoes, for the schedules 
which are carried in the House bill which provide protective duties for 
leather and shoes are simply a gesture of protection on hides. 

The woolen schedule alone is expected to increase $300,000.000 
annually the cost of clothes and wearing apparel. The sheep 
raisers will get a very small portion of this, the lion's share 
going to the woolen manufacturers. The tariff on sheep is 
I~aised from two to three dolla1·s a head. The number of sheep in 
the United States in 1928 was 44,554,000, and an increase of a 
dol~ar a head on these would give the sheep raisers $44,554,000, 
while the woolen manufacturers would receive over $255,000,000 
of the increase, or a ratio of nearly 6 to 1 in favor of the man
ufacturers. 

The annual increased price the American people will have to 
pay upon lumber is estimated to be $50,000,000 ; on brick, 
$15,000,000 ; tiling, $25,000,000 ; sugar, $32,000,000, the increase 
on sugar being in addition to the $216,000,000 tariff now paid 
annually under the Fordney-McCumber tariff law. 

Lumber, brick, and tiling are now on the free list and the 
tariff imposed upon these items under the bill will discourage 
the building of homes and necessary improvements thereon, and 
instead of helping the retail lumber and brick industry will 
have a tendency to retard it. A glaring example of discrimina
tion is found in the tariff on l~mber, wherein there is specially 

exempted from this schedule crossties, telegraph and telephone 
poles, these being placed on the free list. The railroads, tele
graph, and telephone companies are exempt from paying a 
tariff on these items, while the farmers and the people generally 
are required to pay a tariff on all lumber which they buy. This 
is another evidence of llepublican favoritism. 

Cement is now on the free list, and under this bill a tariff of 
6 cents per hundred pounds is imposed, which will mean an in
creased cost annually of $60,000,000 on this item alone. 

An amendment pas ed in the Senate exempting from the tariff 
cement used in the construction of public roads, but the Republi
can leaders forced the House membership to have this item 
stricken out, and the cost of concrete highways will therefore 
be materially increased. On a road 20 feet wide and 7 inches 
thick the extra cost per mile under a 6-cent tariff on cement 
will be $769.95. In 1928 it is estimated that Texas built 431 
miles of roads, and with a 6-cent duty on cement this would 
mean that the people of Texas would have to pay $331,484.45 
increase in. price. Texas is in its infancy in road building, and 
the number of mile constructed is growing each year, and it 
is safe to estimate that the first year this tariff law is in effect 
it will cost the people of Texas at least $500,000 increase in 
the price of road construction alone. 

AGRICULTURE 'OT llE~~ITED 

The claim that this bill will bring .relief to the -farmers of 
America is a delusion and a snare. Let no one delude himself 
in the belief that the O'reat masses of our farm population will 
profit by this bill. Its phraseology and many of its rates may 
be alluring to agriculturists, but when the entire bill is anal,zed 
and the duties on agricultural products are considered in. the 
light of experience of the total ineffectiveness of existing tariff 
rates to secure to producers increased prices on farm products, 
the farmers of America will ~d that in so far as they are con
cerned the bill is a mere mirage in the desert of hard times. 
It glitters with prom:ses, but most of its agricultural tariff rates 
are like the leaves upon the barren fig tree-they look enticinO' 
but will bear no fruit. o• 

Eighty-five pet· cent of agricultural products of the United 
States will receive not one cent of benefit. Farmers who raise 
cotton (except long -staple) , corn, wheat, hay, oats, sweet
potatoes, peaches, watermelons, cantaloupes, oranges, grapes, 
apples, tobacco (except wrapper and filler), horses and mules, 
hogs, poultry, and so forth, will profit nothing by it. 

The aggregate value of all agricultural and livestock com
modities produced in the United States for the year 1928 
amounts to the sum of $14,038,189,000. I have prepared three 
tables in which I have enumerated these various commodities 
giving the value of each crop produced in the ""C"nited States: 
Tables 1 and 2 contain those that will not be benefited by this 
bill and Table 3 those that may receive some benefit therefrom. 
TABLE 1.-Farm, products upon which there is n{) tariff, or no increase 

in rates, ana w·m therefore receive tw benefit under this bill 

Total value 
1928 crop 

Cotton {except long-staple cotton which is deducted) __ $1, 229, 796, 000 
Cottonseed--------------------------------------- 231,660,000 
Wheat (other than high-protein)-------------------- 666, 554, 000 
Sweetpotatoes_____________________________________ 72,680,000 

~~~~:=========================================== lg~:ig5:888 Tobacco (other than wrapper and filler, which is 
deducted) -------------------------------------- 238,550,000 

Apples ------------------------------------------ 200,582,000 
Peaches----------------------------------------- 63,649,000 
Pears------------------------------~------------- 24,167.000 
Oranges----------------------------------------- 14~,285,000 
Watermelons------------------------------------- 14, 549, 000 

g~~~!;~~~~s_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-~~--~_:=~~~=~========~==== ~g: gt~; ggg 
Horses and mules-------------------------------- 5t, 204, 000 

Total value of items in Table L------------- 3, 241, 066, 000 
TABLE 2.-Farm products upon which ta1·iff t·ates m·e increased but 

will not be effecUt•e, a11d producers 'Will t"eceivc no benefit ' 
Total value 
1928 crop 

Corn--------------------------------------·------ $2,119,046,000 
Oats--------------------------------------·------ 589, 048, 000 
HaY--------------------------------------·------ 1,182,960,000 
Hogs and pork productS-------------------------~- 1, 387,192,000 
PoultrY------------------------------------------ 444,208,000 
Eggs--------------------------------------·------ 746,28~ 000 
Grapefruit------------------------------------~-- 18,901,000 
Sheep, lambs and mutton ____________________ ------ 197, 406, 000 
Buckwheat---------~----------------------------- 11,794,000 
Wheat, high protein------·------------------------- .234, 200, 000 
Farm gardens-------~---------------------------- 306, 000,000 
Truck crops, summer______________________________ 275, 000, 000 
l\lilk and cream---------------------------------- 1, 032, 639, 000 
Butter------------------------------------------- 228,139,000 

Total value of items in Table 2---~ ..: ____ :______ 8, 772, 818, 000 

That the increased tariff on above products in Table 2 will 
result i~ ~o benefit to the producers is supported by the findings 
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of u group of economists at the University of Wiscon in, headed· tariff was further increased by presidential order, and that prior 
by Prof. John R. Commons, as.. reported to the Raw leigh Tariff to such increase the growers of peanuts were realizing $VO a 
Bureau in recent tudy of agricultural tariffs. :ton, and since the increased tal'iff they are selling for from $50 

As to milk and cream, these economists find that the increased to $60 a ton. 
duty will aff~ct prices only in New Yorlr and in New England, Assuming, however, that the increased tariff on all products 
but it was impo ible to estimate definitely the amount of listed in Table 3 will be fully effective, and that the producers 
increased benefit to farmers in that section. They found defi- ;of arne will receive some benefit, which I much question, yet 
nitely that the pre ent ta1iff on but ter is only partially effec- .the fact remains that these products constitute only 15 per cent 
tive, that its benefits are decreasing, and that a higher tariff ·of the total farm and live tock products of the United State . 
will not help farmers anywhere in the United States. The products listed in Tables 1 and 2, upon which the pro-

The findings of this group of economists are fully corroborated !ducers are to receive no benefit, aggregate in value $10,797,, 
by available stati tics, showing the ineffectivene s of existing 1123,000, or 85 per cent of the total value of all farm and live
tariffs on commodities listed in Table 2. stock products in the United States, while the aggregate of items 

Since 1922 there has been a tariff of 15 cents a bu bel on corn ,in Table 3 comprLe only about 15 per cent of such products. 
and oats, and during these eight years farmers have not received i Offset against the probable benefit to 15 .per cent of our farm
one cent of benefit in increased plice. Increasing this tariff 'ers is the added cost that 100 per cent of the farmers will have 
to 25 cents a bushel on corn and 16 cents a bushel on oats, as te pay upon the necessities of life. It has been truly said that · 
this bill does, is a meaningless gesture, designed to fool the for every dime of benefit any farmer may receive under this bill 
farmers who raise corn and oats. .he will be compelled to pay $1 in return for increa ed prices 
. The corn crop prouuced in the United States for the year 1928 upon industrial product$. . 

was 2,818,901,000 bushels, of which there were exported to other · One of the strong indictments against the inadequacy of this 
c.ountries 41,629,000 bushels, and our import of corn for that bill to give relief to agriculture is the fact that when it pa ed 
year amounted to only 349,000 bushels. The quantity of the Senate on March 24 five Republican Senators from agricul
production was therefore eight thousand times greater than our 'tural States of the West, although committed to the doctrine of 
imports, and our exports one hundred and nineteen times greater protection, realizing the futility of the bill to do justice to agri
than our imports. · culture, voted against it. These were Senators NoRRis, of Ne-

The oat crop produced in the United States for the year 1928 braska; BLAINE and LA FOLLETTE, of Wisconsin; McMASTER 
'va. 1,439,407,000 bu bel , of which we exported to other coun- and NoRBECK, of South Dakota. 
trie 16,49?:,000 bu bel , and we imported during that ye_ar only Again, when the final conference report on the bill was con-
117,000 bushels. The quantity of production was therefore sidered in the Senate yesterday-the export debenture provision 
thirteen hundred times greater than our imports, and our e:x:- 'having been stricken from the bill-additional Republican en
ports were one hundr d and forty-one times greater than the" ·ators from 'Vestern State also voted against it, among the..,e 
quantity imported. being Senator. BoRAH, of Idaho; HoWELL, of Nebraska; SHIP-
. So long as our quantity production of corn is nine thousand STEAD and ScHALL, of Minne ota; and BROOKHART, of Iowa. 

time greater than our imports, and our exports of corn are T.ABJFF o~ LONG-STAPLE coTTON 

over a hundreu time.· greater than the amount imported, and our The bill imposes a tariff duty of 7 cents a pound upon an -
pt'oduction of oats is over thirteen hundre,d times greater than cotton imported into the United States which has a staple of 
the amount imported, and our exports of oats one hundred and 1IA inches or more in length· cotton having a .'taple of this 
forty-one times greater than our imports, we know, without the length being commonly known a long- taple cotton. 
testimony of economic expert , that a taliff on corn and oats The cotton farmers generally will not be benefited, since long
imported into this country will be of no value to the corn and staple cotton produced in the United States amounts to only 
oat farmers of the United States. about 4 per cent of the total cotton produced in the United · 
TABLE 3.-Farm products upon which taritr rates are increased ana States. In Texa less than 1 per cent of the cotton produced in 

may be etreative, ana if so producers will receit'e some benefit that State each year is of the long-sta.ple variety. 
Total value From the Bureau of Agricultural Economics of the Depart-
1928 crop ment of Agriculture I have obtained the following statistics: . 

Flax seed----------------~-----------------------~ 37,316,000 
Sugar beets--------------------------------------- 50, 960, 000 Long-staple cotton produced in the United Bta.tes ana in Teras. (Tariff 
Sugarcane----------------------------------------- 24,669,000 · imposea) 
Lemons--------------------~------------~------- 22,720,000 
Wool--------------------------------------------- 109, 209, 000 
Tobacco wrappers---------------------------------- 9, 262, 000 
'.robacco fillers and binders-------------------------- 27, 137, 000 
Olive oiL-------------- -------------------------- 250, 000 
Soybean oiL--------------------------------------- -840, 000 
Winter vegetables (estimated)----------------------- 25, 000, 000 
Cherries ------------------------------------------ 2, 500, 000 
Dares -------------------------------------------- 63,000 Figs______________________________________________ 418,000 
Pineapples ______ .:.--------------------------------- 15, 000 
Mushrooms--------------------------------------- 15, 000, 000 
Abnonds------------------------------------------ 4,760, 000 
Walnuts------------------------------------------ 11~160,000 

CROP OF 1928-29 

Length of staple 

Upland cotton: 
1~ and 1%2--------------------------------------------
1~6 and 1~32--- ----------------------------------------
1~ and over __ ____ _ -------------------------------------

American-Egyptian ('()tton _____ ----------------------------

Total ______ __ ---·-------------------------------------

United 
States 

Bales 
446,000 
158,000 
28,000 
28,000 

Texas 

Bales 
29,109 
5, 961 

502. 

1------~·-------
660,000 35,5i2 

Peanuts---------~-------------------------------- 39,213, 000 
Iri~h potatoes------------------------------------- 293, 679,000 TT • 

8 
~~ . T (.,-

Beans, dry-------------------------------------- 73, 815, 000 Short-staple cotton prodttcea in the u mted tates anu tn exas. ~' o Cattle and beef products __________________________ 1, 137,176, 000 tariff) 

g~~~~ -~~!~~~~~~~-=-=-=-=-=~=~====-==-==~=~=~=~====== 2~: ~¥~: 888 
Rice------------------------------------------- 37,319,000 
Cotton, long taple ___ -:----------------------------- 72, 000; 000 

Total value of items in Table 3---------------- 2, 024, 305, 000 

In Table 3 I have listed all commodities where economic 
experts agree that a benefit to producers may result, thereby 
giving the bill the benefit of the doubt. In many . instances I 
fear the producers will receive no benefit. One thing is cer
tain-the increased price upon product in Table 3 will not all 
go to the farmers and stock raisers who produce them, but much 
of the enhanced price will be realized by the subsequent handlers 
and processors of these commodities. 

Then again, in many instances the inerea e in price will be 
small. For instance, on Irish potatoe and onions economic ex
perts estimate that if the increase(} tariff on these excludes all 
imports the increased price on potatoes would be only 2 cents a 
bushel, and on onions 30 cents a bushel. 

In Table 3 I have listed peanuts as a product upon which the 
increased tariff may be effective. However, Congre sman CRisP, 
o-f Georgia, who comes from a State where peanuts are pro
duced in such quantities that it is sometime · known as the 
14 Goober State," stated on the floor of the House that there had 
been a tariff on peanu~ for a number of years and that this 

CROP OF 1928-29 

Staple 1~ than 17'8 in length: Bales 

¥~~~-~~===::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~; oio;: 
The entire cotton crop of the United States for the season 

1928-29 was 14,478,000 bale , of which 5,106,000 bales were 
produced in Texas. 

From the above figures, therefore, it is apparent that long
staple cotton, upon which a tariff is imposed, is only 4 per cent 
of the entire crop of the United States and only 1 per cent of the 
Texa" cotton crop. 

Whether the growers of long-staple cotton will receive a bene
fit or not is speculati-ve, this being the first time a tariff on long
staple cotton has been imposed since the Civil War, and its effect 
is largely experimental 

The Government is unable to furnish tati tics as to the 
exports of long-staple cotton from the United States. The chief 
imports of this cotton are from Egy];lt, and for the year ending 
July 31, 1928; amounted to 202,000 bales. 

While the producers of long-staple cotton should receive a 
much higher price than they do for short staple, experience has 
been during the last few years that manufacturers have been 
buying the long-staple cotton for substantially the same price 
that they pay for the short staple. 
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· It is to be hoped that the farmers who raise the long-staple 
cotton may receive some benefit from this tariff, but if any such 
benefits are received they will be limited to that particular kind 
of cotton. Therefore 96 per cent of the cotton farmers of the 
South and 99 per cent of the cotton farmers of Texas can not 
possibly receive any benefit. 

EXPORT DEBEKTURE REJECTED 

The only way by which agricultural products of which we 
have a large exportable surplus, like wheat, cotton, and corn, 
are to rec-eive any benefit from ·a tariff bill would be the adop
tion of what is known as the export-debenture plan. 

Since some of our constituents are unfamiliar with this plan, 
I would make its meaning clear. 

Of course, every one knows that by the word " export" is 
meant the act of shipping a commodity from one country into 
another. "Debenture" means an instrument in the nature of 
a bond, or a more simple definition would be "a Government 
pay order.'' 

Abstractly, then, the words "export debenture" mean the 
giving by the Government of a bonus in the nature of a bond to 
those who ship products out of this country. 

This tariff bill imposes a duty on· all goods imported into this 
country, but makes no provision for those exported. I have 
already pointed out the small importation from other coun
tries of corn and wheat, and that of these commodities we 
raise much more than we consume, and therefore export large 
quantities to other countries. The same is true in a still larger 
sense of cotton. About the only cotton imported is about 
200,000 bales of the long-staple variety, while we export or 
ship to other countries about 62 per cent of all the cotton 
grown in the United States, our cotton exported some years 
being as much as 9,000,000 bales. 

The Senate on October 19 last adopted what is known as the 
Norris amendment to this bill, by which the export-debenture 
plan would be effective when the Federal Farm Board deter
mined that the price of any agricultural commodity was so low 
as to require this method to increase the price. Under this 
amendment the Farm Board, when they determined that such 
plan was necessary, would certify such finding to the Secre
tary of the Treasury. Thereafter it would be the dutv of 
the Secretary of the Treasury "to issue export debentures to 
any farm cooperative association, stabilization corporation, or 
other person " shipping such agricultural product abroad, the 
amount of the export debenture being dependent upon the 
tariff rate. 

Where a tariff was imposed the debenture would be one-half 
of such tariff rate, and as to cotton, since there is no tariff 
imposed, the amendment expressly provided there should be a 
debenture rate of 2 cents a pound, or $10 a bale, on all cotton 
exported. 

These export debenture certificates would be redeemable 
."from any money in the United States Treasury derived fTom 
the payment of duties collectible against articles imported into 
the United States, at a rate of not less than 98 per cent of the 
face value of such export debentures." 

Expert economists tell us that this would result in raising 
the price of all farm products upon which the debenture is 
is ·ue<l practically in the amount of the debenture, which would 
mean that the price of cotton in the United States would be 
increased 2 cents a pound, or $10 a bale. 

The four main reasons which I have heard m·ged against the 
export debenture plan are these : 

First. That it is a bounty. This is true, but a tariff duty 
upon goods imported is likewise a bounty. if the manufac
turers of articles are to be given a bounty upon goods imported 
why would it not be fair to give to the farmers a bounty upo~ 
such agricultural products as are exported. A special reason 
exists why farmers should ha\e such a bounty, in that they are 
required to pay tariff upon all that they buy, and this plan 
would in some measure compensate them by giving them a 
bounty upon that which they sell. 

Second. It has been claimed that this plan would stimulate 
an increase in the production of agricultural commodities upon 
which the debenture was imposed, but this can likewise be said 
against any plan that increases the price of a product. How
ever, the Norris amendment sought to prevent overproduction 
by providing that where the "agricultural commodity during 
any crop year has exceeded the average annual production of 
such debentlll'able agricultural commodity for the preceding 
five years" that during the next year the export debenture rates 
for such commodity should be reduced in the following pr-opor
tions : If the_ increase in production of a crop was less than 20 
per ce~t of the average for the preceding five years, there 
would be no reduction in the debenture rate; if the increase 
in production exceeded 20 per cent; but less than 40 per cent, 
there would be a reduction of 2Q per cent of the debenture 

rate; an increase in the production of 40 per cent, but less than 
60 per cent, there would be a reduction of 50 per cent of t.be 
debenture rate, and so forth. 

Third. ·when the export debenture system was attempted to 
be made a part of the farm relief bill last year some opposed 
it on the ground that the debenture certificates would fall into 
the hands of the speculators, who would unduly depress the 
price of these certificates. The Norris amendment met this 
objection by providing that the debenture certificates would be 
redeemable by the United States Treasury at a rate of not less 
than 98 cents on the dollar. 

Fourth. Some claim that the plan would not work because 
the certificates would be received by the exporters and not by 
the producers of the commodity. Offset against this contention 
is the conclusion arrived at by practically all political economists, 
that if the debenture plan is put into operation the inevitable 
result will be that the price of the whole product, not merely 
the export portion of it, will react to the level of the world 
price, plus the debenture, which, under the Norris amendment, 
would ·mean that the farmers who produced the agricultural 
commodities upon which the debenture was imposed would 
receiye an increased price in accordance with the debenture 
rate, which would mean, as to cotton, an increase in price of 2 
cents per pound, or $10 a bale,- amotmting to over $50,000,000 
to the farmers of Texas alone in a single year, and over $150,-
000,000 to the cotton farmers of the Nation. 

When the farm relief bill passed at the last session of Con
gress, many of us sought to have an export debenture amend
ment adopted, but we were defeated by the Republican leaders 
in the Senate and House, and the same leaders have defeated 
the Norris amendment, it having been eliminated in conference 
and is not now a part of the bill. , 

Thus far the farm relief act has been ineffective, and it is 
to be regretted that the eA.-port debenture amendment was not 
made a part of that measure, so that we would have had at least 
a trial of it. This method is not new and untried. While we 
have not had it in the United States, it has been successfully 
used in other countries. 

In England, as long as agricultural products were exported, 
the farmers were given the benefit of such a law. Germany, 
Sweden, and Czechoslovakia have in operation similar plans 
now, as applied to the export of grain. 

If such a law worked successfully in England for a hundred 
years, why not give it a trial in the United States? The 
National Grange, one of the oldest and largest farm organiza
tions in the United States, has indorsed this plan and has 
worked earnestly to secure its adoption for four years. 

:Manufacturers who export manufactured products to other 
countries receive governmental favoritism in the nature of re
duced freight rates. For instance, the freight rate of steel 
shipped from Chicago to San Francisco for export to other 
countries is 40 cents per hundred pounds, while on steel shipped 
between the same points which is not to be exported the rate 
is $1 to $1.25 per hundred pounds. The freight rate on farming 
implements shipped from Chicago to San FranciRco, where they 
are to be exported, is $1 per hundred pounds, but where they 
are to be used in this country the freight rate between the same 
points is $1.93 per hundred pounds. The freight rate on auto
mobiles shipped from Chicago to San Francisco, when they 
are to be exported, is $2.10 per hundred pounds, while on autos 
shipped between the same point , not to be exported, the rate 
is $4.65 per hundred pounds. 

There is no reduction in freight rates, however, on farm 
products that are shipped for export, this favoritism applying 
only to manufactured products. 

If the Government, in order to encourage manufacturers to 
export their products to other countries gives these large con
cessions in freight rates, why should not the same Government 
give a similar encouragement to farmers who ship their 
products to other lands? 

I have voted in favor of the export-debenture plan every time 
the matter has been before the House, and shall not be satisfied 
until the American farmer has at least had a chance to try out 
this method of farm relief, since it seems that all other methods 
proposed and tried have thus far been ineffective. 

FLEXIBLE PROVISION OB'JECTIONABLE 

Another objectionable feature of the bill is what is known as 
the flexible provision, which confers upon the President, upon 
recommendation of the 'fariff Commission, the power, by proc
lamation, to raise or lower tariff rates as much as 50 p~r cent. 

Delegation by Congress of the power to increase or lower 
tariff duties was first contained in the tariff act of 1922, but this 
bill enlarges still further that power. Section 336 of the bill 
dea1'3 with this question. It provides that the Tariff Commis
sion may, upon its own volition, or upon request from the Presi
dent, either House of Congress. or upon application "of any 
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interested party," inve~tigate the differences in the costs of pro- tion existing throughout the United States and, if the Repub
duction of any domestic article and of any like pr similar for- lican Party now in control of. Congress does -not propose to 
eign article. The Tariff Commission, upon concluding its inves- :remedy that unemployment situation by constructive legislation 
tigation, makes a report to the President, recommending an in- they certainly shopld not add to the frightful unemployment 
crease or decrease in rates of duty, and, based on this, the conditions by enacting into law this tariff bill which is so funda
President, if in his judgment the rates should be changed, makes mentally wrong and which will only aid a small elfish minority. 
a proclamation fixing the rates in accordance therewith. May I suggest, ladies and gentlemen of the House, before 

The act confers upon the commission authority to adopt such you cast your vote on this very important tariff bill, that 
procedure, rules, and regulations as it deems necessary, and you keep in mind the fact that this bill, if enacted into law, 
likewise confers upon the President the authority to make all will be the law of this country for many years to come? If 
needful rules and regulations for carrying out his functions, and you will keep this in mind from now until the time you cast 
confers similar authority upon the Secretary of the Treasury I your vote, I am sure you will agree that it is indeed a serious 
with respect to his functions in the matter. matter. If you vote in favor of this bill with all of its unfair 
. The tariff is a tax, and the exclusive power to impose and provisions, you will inflict upon the people irreparable wrong 
regulate all taxes should be exercised by Congress and not by and the people you represent will rise up in political rebellion. 
the President or any bureau. They will be so disturbed that their resentment will be expressed 

This is in keeping with our system of government, and any effectively on next election day and I hazard the prediction 
departure therefrom violate the spirit of our Democratic form . that few, if any, of those .Members voting for the passage of 
of government. Even in a monarchy like England, Parliament this tariff bill, will be returned by their constituents. 
would not dare delegate to the King the power to tax. The I propose to vote against this bill because I have not beard 
English peop~e have not forgotten that one of the sacred rights one intelligent explanation as to the reason or necessity of this 
they obtained under the l\Iagna Charta was that no taxes should outrageous tariff bill and I honestly believe it will saddle a 
be imposed "save by the common council of the realm." financial burden upon the American workingman, which, like the 

The history of the centuries vindicates the. wisdom of ad- proverbial straw upon the camel's back, will be unbearable. I 
bering to this policy of the legislative and not the executive urge you, ladies and gentlemen of this House; yes, I beg you 
branch of the Government regulating and imposing taxes, and to join with me in working and voting to bring about the defeat 
any departure from our traditional moorings in this regard is of this proposed Hawley-Smoot tariff bill If it is not defeated, 
fraught with danger. it will place upon the American people a tax which they will 

The growth and exaltation of the power of the President dur- have to pay every day in ~e year, not a tax to aid t~e Gov
ing the past decade is one of the ·menac~ng signs that threatens ernment, but ~ ta~ to ennch ~avored and powerful md~vid
our Republican form of government. I placed in the REcoRD uals. n.ow b~sking ill the sunshine of the present Republican 
a few months ago an address which I delivered upon the subject adnnmstratwn. . 
of " Pi'esidential power," before the annual banquet of the Balti- ~Ir .. COLLIER. .Ml·. · Spea~er, I Yield to th~ gentleman from 
more County Bar Association, of Baltimore, Md., which deals IllinolS [Mr. ARNOLD] such trme as he rna~ desire. 
with this question, and I · hall not, therefore, speak further . .Mr. ~NOL~. Mr .. Speaker, the President called Congr~ss 
upon the subject at this time. - ill _spec~al sesswn Apr~l 15, 192~, for the purpose of .enacting 

There are other reasons why I object to this bill, but deem legisla!Jon for the ~elief o~ agriculture a~d the readJu~t~ent 
it unnecessary to enumerate them here. of tariff_ s<:hedule~ ill the mteres~ of agricult~re ~nd limited 

I know the bill is O'oing to pass and become a law, but I want chang~s ill ill~ustJ:tal rates ~her~ mdustry was m distress. He 
to register my protest and set forth some of the reasons which made I~ clear u;t ~Is call ~? m hiS messag_e to the Congress that 
actuate me in voting against it. be .d~s1red a- lrm1ted reVISIOn of the tariff and not a general 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. SpeaJier, I yield to the gentleman from reviSIOn. . . . 
New York [Mr. KENNEDY] such time as he may desire. S~aker LoNGWORTH, m h~s speech of a~ceptance ~po~ ~us 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen· of electiOn as. Spe~ker, emp~asized th,~ necessi~Y for faim rellef 
the House, I have always been opposed to a tariff which leaves a;nd ~ mo~ification of tapff. rates,. as few m num.b~r . as pos
out of consideration the interests of the vast majority of our Sible, whi~h were ~ot m .line · With change.d conditions smce 
people. I refer particularly to those citizens who earn their ~hey were Impos~d s~ yeru:s ago. A farm bill w:as passe.d, but 
bread by the sweat of their brow. It is, indeed, distressing to It .was a marketing bill only. It was. no~ the krnd of bill the 
think that ·within the hom·, when the roll is called, the Members .Middle West farmers an~ ~rm orgamzat~ons wanted. It does 
f thi H ·n ha e t ind'cate their position for or against not h.ave th~ effect of g1vmg staple agricultural products an 

o . s ouse WI • ~ 0 
• 
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• li r . _ Amencan pnce above the world pnce level 

t~1s measure. It IS dist_ressmg, if we a:e to be eve the ~ ed~c There was no demand from the country for a general tariff 
tl?ns of the gentlemen m control of this House, that this bill revision, such as we have in this bill. Under the flexible pro
Will be passed. . . . visions of the Fordney-1\fcCumber Tariff Act of 1922, the Presi-

, The Member~ of th.e House are familiar w1th the fact t~at ~he dent is empowered and authorized to raise or lower existing 
bill-under consideration, known as the Hawley-Smoot tarrff b1ll, I'ates 50 per cent on recommendations of the Tariff Commission. 
began to take fofi!l on January 7, ~929, w~en the House. Ways This is a commission created ·by Congress, whose members are 
and Means Commi~tee opened hearmgs which l~sted unt~l Feb- appointed by the President, to study the tariff problem from an 
r~mry 27. On Apnl. 15, the Congress convened. 1ll a SP<;(I~l .ses- economic standpoint. If rates needed raising or lowering, the 
sio~ .cane,~ by Pres1~ent Hoover for farm relief and lrmited President had full power and authority to adjust tltem within 
r~v1s1ons of the tariff. Almost a month later, on May 7, the that range. Why has he not acted if necessity therefor exists? 
bi~ was reported to the House by the 'Vays and Means Com- That he has not acted seems proof that no economic necessity 
m1ttee, and on May 25 ~as passed . ~Y the _Bouse and messaged exists for raising rates. Any revision through that source 
to the Senate the followmg day and Immediately referred to the would be an eco11omic revision with rates based on the differ
Finance Committee. ence in cost of production at home and abroad. Tariff bene-

From that time on, until to-day, the bill has been under ficiaries are not content with that. Special favors could not be 
attack by. the leading eco'fwmists of the country, the majority handed out to them in sufficient quantiti~s to satisfy their -

- of the newspapers, and a vast army . of the country's leading selfish appetites, hence they resort to other means to accomplish 
business men. In substance, they have criticized this bill as a their purpose. 
bill without a conscience. By that, they mean that the provi- Anticipating a special session, the Ways and Means Commit
sions of the bill were prepared and framed so as to meet the tee of the House convened at the Capitol on the 7th day of 
approval of the reactionary group in this country now in control January 1929. During 50 days, over 1,100 witnesses were 
of the Republican Party. It is interesting to observe that, re- beard, a~d briefs and a_rguments were submitted by many more, 
gardless of this intelligent and determined opposition by the all of whom were clamoring for and demanding increased tariff 
lending progressive and public-spirited citizens, the Republican rates on the commodities produced by them. When tariff mak
majority, with their good old reliable steam-roller tactics, are ing is in progress it is haymaking time for special privilege, and 
about to jam down the throats of the .American people this their representatives and lobbyist'3 infest the Nation's Capital 
Hawley-Smoot bill, which I am convinced is detrimental to the The Ways and Means Committee is composed of 15 Repub-
best interests of our country. licans and 10 Democrats. As soon as the hearings were con-

It is a ..,ad commentary upon the legislative branch of our eluded, the Democratic members of the Ways and Means 
Government to have the elected Representatives in the Senate Committee were excluded from further consideration of the 
and in the House of Representatives indicate that they propose, tariff bill and the ~epublican members proceeded to draft the 
for the sake of their party regularity-that is, the Republican bill. The Republican members spent 2 months and 10 days 
Party-to vote for this bill, even though they do not believe it is in secret conferences in the preparation of the bill after the 
the best tariff bill that could or should be passed at this session. hearings were concluded. Who participated in those confer
We can not be unmindful of the terrible une;mployment situa- ences they alone know. 
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It was then necessary to have a rule under which the bill 

should be considered on the floor of the House. The Rules 
Committee, haYing jurisdiction of rules of procedure in the 
House consists of 12 members, 8 Republicans and 4 Democrats. 
The Democratic members of the Rules Committee were ex
cluded and a rule formulated by the majority of the Republican 
members, wherein and whereby no amendments except those 
a!!reed upon by a majority of the mpublican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee could be offered or considered 
by the membership of the House. 

By this rule, eight Members, being a majority of the Repub
lican members of the Ways and Means Committee who drafted 
the bill, were inYested with sole autho~ity to offer amendments 
on the floor of the House, thereby denymg to all other Members 
this privilege. By this rule 8 Members were given arbitrary 
po,ver over the 435 Members of the House and made absolute 
dictators in this tariff revision in what has been said to be 
" the greatest deliberative legislative body in the world." 

I voted against this rule. I was sent here by the people of 
my di trict to represent their interests in this legislative body, 
·and I do not consider that I, or any other Member, have the 
right to delegate that authority and foreclose ourselves of the 
obligation imposed upon us by our constituents when they 
·elected us to this body. 
· I speak of this legislative procedure to direct your attention 
to that fact that it was necessary to lasso, bind, and securely 
tie the membership of the House, if what has been said to be 
the most iniquitous tal'iff bill ever considered by an Amelican 
Congress, was to be put through. It was well known that jf 
amendments could have been offered by Members and considered 
·on the floor of the House without the necessity for an 0. K. 
by those who drafted the bill, the scheme of the favored few 
would be thwarted-the playhouse of special privilege torn 
down, their plunder bund exposed to public view. It was well 
·known the pitiless light of publicity would be the death knell 
of their cherished designs. The Republican leadership of the 
House conceived the rule and, through their influence, caused 
its adoption by almost a strict party vote. 

They well Jrn.ew the special favors carried in this bill would 
not be countenanced by the membership of the House if given 
an opportunity to offer amendments and consider rates on an 
economic basis. They well knew that an entirely different bill 
would be the result of the deliberations here if schedules were 
considered separately. They considered that the end justified 
the means. Such means are the lobbyist's paradise. It opens 
wide the gate to special privilege. 

All the opponents of the bill could do was to make speeches 
on and vote against the bill as a whole, nothing more. Those 
who voted for it had to take it with its manifold iniquities for 
the little good it contained. Note how the bill was considered 
on the House floor. But 82 lines of the 10,681 lines were read, 
6 only of the 72:7 paragraphs were read, and 4 pages only of 
the 434 pages in the bill were given consideration. Then the 
vote. 

The bill was sent to the Senate May 2, 1929. On the Senate 
floor something like 1,200 amendments were adopted. In that 
body, where more liberal consideration was permitted, in prac
tically every instance amendments relating to the industrial 
rates resulted in lower rates in the interest of the consuming 
public and some agricultural rates were increased. 

The bill then went to a conference committee composed of 
the ranking members of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House and the Finance Committee of the Senate to work 
out the differences between the two Houses. The Republican 
members of this conference committee, after much delay and 
opportunities for logrolling, agreed upon a conference report. 
Who were they? Generally considered to be reactionaries and 
standpatters of the most pronounced type. It is interesting to 
note that in this conference report, in practically every instance, 
the highest rate adopted by either House was the rate agreed 
upon. Beneficial amendments adopted by the Senate were bar
tered away or surrendered by its conferees. 

I bad hoped, in view of the President's announced intention, 
when he called the Congress in special session in April last year 

·to consider farm relief and a limited revision of the tariff, and 
1 the declared position of the Speaker of the House in accepting 
the Speakership, a bill would be submitted to the membership 
of the House for which I could vote. I wanted to go along, 
if the tariff was to be revised, and by my vote and what little 
~fiuence I may have in the House, contribute to a tariff bill 
that would be in the interest of the people generally. A bill 
that would do justice to the farmers, the laborers, the manu
facturers, the consumers of the country, and likewise have due 
regard for our trade rf\latious with other countries, upon which 
the welfare of the American people so largely depends. 

I believe in a protective-tariff policy in so far as it gives pro
tection to capital, labor, and the farmers of this country alike, 
one that does not unduly tax the consumers, who compose the 
great mass of our body politic. It has always been my theory 
that rates in tariff fixing should be based upon the difference in 
cost of production at home and abroad, and that this difrerence 
should be determined through study by an impartial, nonparti
san, fact-finding tariff commission. If we use that principle as 
the yardstick, capital and labor will both fare well, and the 
rights of the consuming public will be protected again t undue 
exploitation by way of increased living costs. 

A tariff is an indirect tax. It but adds to the cost of the 
commodity upon which it is levied. It is effective in raising 
prices, unless an uncontrolled surplus of the commodity is pro
duced in this country for which we must look to foreign markets 
for an outlet. In such case, the world price level controls the 
domestic price and sky-high tariffs will not be effective in rai -
ing prices. That is the farmer's trouble so far as his taple 
crops are concerned. 

In the consideration of tariff bills we should have free, open, 
frank discussions of the schedules involved, with an opportunity 
to the Members of the House to offer amendments and have 
them considered by the representatives of the people here as
sembled. Certainly the 435 Members of this House could be 
trusted in framing tariff schedules to consider rates on economic 
grounds, and it is not wise or expeilient to delegate to 8 
Members out of the ~5 the sole authority to write the bill and 
dictate what amendments should be offered and considered. 

We, as individual Members, are sent here by our people to 
look after not only the interest of the people of our districts 
but the general welfare of the American people. . Under our sys
tem of representative government, each Member here is charged 
with responsibility as the agent of the people who sent him here. 
The people should not be denied the right of having their in
terests protected and promoted on the floor of the House through 
their duly chosen Representatives. 

Of course those specially favored by high tariff rates know 
that if the people's representatives here had free right of action 
and could register their views by their votes on the schedules 
separately and on their real merit, they could not plunder the 
consumers of the country as they do, becau e rates would be 
fixed more nearly in line with economic necessity. They move 
in a devious way by imposing legislative restrictions on the 
membership, whereby the Members are shorn of their legisla
tive birthright of free and independent action, and sole power 
and absolute authority is vested in the select few. By this 
legislative subterfuge they gain 8pecial favoritism in tariff 
rates, and not otherwise. Through the influence of the majority 
leadership special privilege was enthroned and dictated the 
terms of the bill. 

If the added cost by reason of the tariff were charged sep
arately when an article is purchased, the consumers would 
revolt at the injustice heaped upon them by unjustifiable high 
tariffs. As it is, the tax i wrapped up in the price the con
sumer pays, and he is kept in ignorance of the tribute he pays 
to the tariff beneficiary. The cost of living in this country is 
already too high, and we should not heap burdens upon the 
consuming public by increasing that cost through unwarranted 
tariff rates. 

High tariff barriers constitute a wall of protection to the 
manufacturing interests of this country, within the shadow of 
which they may form their pools and combinations to raise 
prices for the exploitation of the American consumer. They 
are not satisfied with a tariff that marks the difference in the 
cost of production in this country and abroad. They could have 
gotten that through the flexible provisions of the present tariff 
law by presidential proclamation. They want the wall built 
so high that, through their trade combinations, they can fix the 
prices to suit their greed and wax rich by raising the price of 
their commodities which the consuming public must pay. They 
are not content to keep their hands in their own pockets. They 
insist on reaching down in the other fellow's pocket and ex· 
tracting tribute every time a purchase is made. 

The policy of logrolling, with a view of getting exorbitant 
tariff rates, was never demonstrated more forcibly in all the 
years of our Nation's existence than in the practices indulged 
in by the tariff beneficiaries in the. consideration of this bill. 
This bill has been named, " The Grundy Billion Dollar Tariff 
Bill," as it is estimated it will cost the consumers that much 
annually by way of increased plices. JoE GRUNDY, of Penn
sylvania, who has been a reputed tariff lobbyist around the 
Capitol for 20 years, was given a seat in the Senate, where the 
special interests represented by him could have the feast of 
privilege prepared for them by more direct contact with the 
lawmaking body. The stigma of the name" lobbyist" as applied 
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to GRUNDY was transferred to the more euphonious name of 
"Senator GRUNDY." The Senate's investigating committee of 
lobbying made revelations which astounded the Nation, yet 
they plied their trade and . accomplished their purpose through 
specially set up legislative machinery. 

Our tariff wall has already been built so high that the 
nations of the world, with whom we have been dealing, are 
establishing trade relations with other countries. We are driv
ing trade away from ns. 

We produce and manufacture products for sale. If not an 
exchange of commodities, then cash is required for settlement. 
Nations can not afford to pay all cash; for by so doing they 
deplete their gold re erves, and a depleted gold reserve means 
financial collapse. Hence, when we raise the barrier so high 
that their goods can not be exchanged for ours, without their 
having to pay so much "to boot" on account of our high tariffs, 
they seek trade relations with other nations where such bar
riers do not exist. They retaliate by raising barriers against 
our products coming into their country. They say if we bar 
their products, they will bar ours. Results : Our foreign trade 
crippled, our agricultural products piling up in granary and 
warehouse, depressed farm prices. Our manufactured products 
accumulating on shelf and in warehouse, factories shutting 
down-labor on part time only, and often long periods of unem
ployment Families must be fed and clothed. No work, no 
pay-no pay, want and deprivation, disappointment, discour
agement, unrest, misery-a cultivated soil for bolshevism, com
munism, and sovietism. 

There is a limit beyond which we can not go in tariff making, 
if we have regard to the safety of the Republic and the peace, 
happiness, and welfare of the masses of the American people. 
Our chief concern should be with the rank and file rather than 
with the captains of industry. Big business should be treated 
fairly. Capital is necessary, but should not be cl{)thed in a 
garb of protection that will give it an undue advantage. It 
should not be given a cloak of special privilege under which 
trusts, monopolies, and combinations are formed for the ex-
ploitation of the masses. · 

Already 36 nations have protested the exorbitant tariffs pro
vided in this bill. Movements are in operation, supported by 
full-page newspaper advertisements, in many countries which 
have heretofore been the chief buyers of our agricultural and 
industrial products, having as their slogan, "Buy no American 
grown or made products." This policy of excessive tariffs is 
breeding ill will. It causes resentment. It endangers world 
peace. 

How far this will go no one can tell, but it is alarming and 
may be dlsastTous. We can not afford to pursue a policy that 
will add to our overproduction in products from farm, factory, 
or mine. Factories and mines can close down· to control their 
overproduction, but when they do laborers, most of all, suffer, 
are thrown out of employment and on the streets, prices are 
depressed, and in the wake will come discontent, want, suffering, 
and distress. Prosperity must neither be spotted nor sectional. 
It should be general. We must keep· our productive agencies 
active; we mu t keep labor employed on full time at good 
wages. Without markets for our products--and we have 
reached the stage of production in this country that we must 
have foreign markets for our great mass production-general 
stagnation will reign, with all its attendant- evils. 

The disturbance of our trade relations with otlle1· countries 
through retaliatory measures and boycott of American prod
ucts by foreign countries on account of our excessive tariffs 
against them have been scented by some of our captains of in
dustry who have been enjoying a lucrative trade abroad, and 
to guard against such reprisals they are building and equip
ping factories abroad from which to supply foreign trade. 
American inve"'tments in foreign countries have been growing 
by leaps and bounds in recent yea1·s. This militates decidedly 
against American labor. Every foreign laborer employed in 
their production program abroad means less demand for Ameri
can labor here. 

Instead of supplying their foreign trade by products made in 
America, where American workers are employed, they are 

16Upplying it by products made abroad where foreign labor is 
employed. Thus foreign labor supplants American labor. 
American labor ought to get the benefits of this trade. We 
should not drive our foreign trade away, as we are by ex
orbitant tariffs. American workers need the work. The coun-
try can not stand too much unemployment, and this policy adds 
to our unemployment problem. 

There are some rates in the list of agricultural commodities 
that will benefit farmers in some sections of the country, such 
as small fruit and vegetable farmers, but they are negligible as 
compared with industrial rates. Tariffs on corn, wheat, oats, 
beef, pork, our so-called staple farm products; while increased · 

to some extent, are ineffective, as we produce a surplus of these 
commodities and must depend on foreign markets for our out
let. Other countries, with which we deal, do not have the 
money to buy our farm products. They depend upon exchang
~ng their products for ours, and our tariff wall acts as a banier 
to that trade. . 

As a result, our outlet being choked, our corn, wheat, oats, 
beef, pork, and other stapte products pile up in this country and 
depress our local markets, thereby driving prices for such com
modities down. But, they say, they have given agricultural 
products the highest tariff rates in this bill ever enacted. What 
of it? They are not effective. It is sop thrown out to the 
farmers {)f the country in an attempt to pacify them and keep 
them in line politically. You may follow in the daily pre s 
price quotations of the ... e products in this country and in tlle 
markets abroad, and you will find that with all the tariff rates 
on such commodities the price in this country is no greater than 
the price in foreign markets, often less, thereby proving con
clusively that a tariff alone is of no benefit to the producer of 
such commodities. 

The only way to make the tariff benefit the producers of such 
commodities is through the operation of the export-debenture 
plan. That plan, coupled with the agricultural rates carried 
in the bill, would make the rates on agricultural products effec
tive. Unfortunately, the export-debenture plan put on in the 
Senate was eliminated in the conference, and when it was elimi
nated the virtue of the bill, so far as agriculture is concerned, 
ceased. That action crucified the bill's virtue to agriculture. It 
enthroned its vices on a commanding pedestal. 

Now, the tribute it levies on the farmers of the country by 
way of indirect tax through increased prices of practically 
everything he has to buy, without giving him corresponding 
benefits, leaves the farmer in a much wor e condition than 
under the present tariff law, and it is pretty hard to conceive 
a more deplorable condition than that existing to-day in agri
cultural sections. 

The present administration in power has not only failed to 
restore agriculture to a parity with industry but under this 
bill it has imposed additional burdens on agriculture. Thus 
the breach is widened. Look to census report · and see the 
steady drift of our people to the industrial centers. Notice 
the exodus from the farm to the city, not farmers who go to 
the city to retire and live on their income but farmers and 
sons and daughters of farmers unable to make a re pectable 
living on the farm. During the past 10 years the migration 
from farm to city is alarming. Unequal laws are largely re· 
sponsible. We should not add to this unfortunate situation by 
the enactment of tariffs furth~r penalizing agriculture. 
· What is the opinion of the press of the country as to this 
Hawley-Smoot tariff bill? May 9 last telegrams were ent by 
the New York Telegram, a great daily in New York City, to 
the leading newspapers of the country having daily circulation 
of 50,000 or more asking their stand on the bill. Of the 93 
replie received up to May 14, 74 were opposed to it, 16 favored 
it, and 3 noncommittal. Of the papers replying, 64 are listed 
as independent, 10 independent Republican, 8 independent 
Democratic, 7 Republican, 3 Democratic and 1 Socialist 

The Globe-Democrat, St. Louis (independent), May 17, edi· 
torially said : · 

It will be an ignominious failure. There was no demand for such 
legislation and no need for it. It has aroused fears and animosities all 
over the world, creating demands for reprisals that in some important 
countries have already resulted .in retaliatory legislation inimical to our 
interests. It has cost us enormou ly in world trade. It would work 
harm rather than good to the farmers, in whose name is was obviou ly 
undertaken, and it would lay upon American con umers a tremendous 
burden of increa ed co ts. It is a calamitous measure without an atom 
of good in it. 

The Detroit News (inllependent) says: 
Few can benefit. farmers least of all, for farmers must lose in two 

ways-by paying more for manufactured good and losing foreign mar
kets for ouf products. 

The Louisville Courier-Journal (independent) : 
Tarifi' legislation to relieve farmers will relieve them by lightening 

their pockets. 

The St. Louis Star (independent) : 
The Star regards the Hawley-Smoot tariff as harmful to international 

relations, a blow to export trade, a burden to the entire population, and 
a gold brick !or the farmers. 

Wallace's Farmer, Des Moines, Iowa: 
If the Hawley-Smoot bill goes through as it now tands the farmers 

of the United States, -instead of gaining by tariff revision. will be robbed 
of mJ!ny additional millions. 
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The Prairie Farmer says: tinct purpose of protecting our manufactures and at the same 
While this bill was originally designed as a farm-relief measure in time dealing fairly by the products of other countries. 

accordance with the promises of President Hoover and the Republican He said another thing to which I wish to take exception, and 
Party, it turned out to be anything else but that. It offers little actual that was that the honorable chairman of the committee, 1\Ir. 
help to the farmers, but will be very effective in transferring money HAWLEY, was double-crossed or he double-crossed somebody. 
from the farmer's pocket to that of the favored manufacturers. It does The gentleman from Texas must have some information of the 
just that to the tune of $186,000,000 a year, according to the Rawleigh conference report and the meeting of the conferees that I did 
Tariff Bureau. That is, this new bill will add that much to the farmer's not have, if there was anything of that kind took place in any 
cost s over the amount now taken from him by the present tariff law. perio~ of th.e conference. I believe I attended every .session. 
That a mount~ to $30 on every farm in the United States. Neither did Mr. HAWLEY double-cross anybody or did anybody 

Even these figures are not large enough. They cover only nine of 1 double-eros~ him. I think tha_t should be sll:id in full justice 
the most important products used by farmeL·s on which additional pro- to the chairman of the committee, because If there has ever 
tection is given by the Smoot-Hawley tariff bill. The present law taxes ~een a trying situation put on any man in the last 18 months 
farmers $214 656 903 for the benefit of the manufacturers of these nine lt has been on the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY]. He 
commodities.' U~der the new law this tribute will be increased to has been under a heavy strain in handling and being responsible 
$400,636,006, if the duties are fully effective. No wonder these manu- for getting out this bill and bringing it to this body for final · 
facturers can afford to be liberal when the hat is passed for campaign passage here. [Applause.] 
contributions. I want particularly to tell this House that in all my asso-

Scores more to similar effect. Why quote more? . 
One thousand and twenty-eight of the leading economists of 

the country recently set forth their opinion of this bill. They 
declare, among other things, that it will increase the general 
cost of living, that it will inflate profits of the few at the ex
pense of the many; that it will rob the farmers it is supposed 
to enrich; that it will cripple manufacturers through raw
material rates; that it will lower the buying power of our for
eign customers ; that it will provoke foreign retaliations against 
our exports; that it will jeopardize payments from our foreign 
investments and debts; that it will increase unemployment and 
poison world peace. 

These men have made a careful study and analysis of this 
bill. They are competent to deal with economic questions. 
Their training has been along that line. They are competent to 
judge. They are experts. They come from 179 of our leading 
colleges and universities of the country. Farm organizations 
and business organizations have protested in vain. In the face 
of all this, special privilege rides roughshod over the rights and 
interests of the rank and file and dictates and puts through a 
bill of its own choosing. 

It will increase the cost of practically all necessities of life, 
adding materially to the cost of living. Incteased prices on 
sugar, clothing, furniture, household necessities, boots and 
shoes, harness, cement, brick, lumber, iron and steel products, 
paints, and thousands of other articles of daily necessity. It is 
estimated it will cost the people of Illinois alone $43,440,000 
over and above what the tariff bill of 1922 costs them. 

Mr. Speaker, we are about to vote on the two conference re
ports as one, which· is the last act so far as Congress is con
cerned, the final step that sends the bill to the President. For 
17 months it has been before Congress. It violates the pledge 
of the Republican platform in the last national campaign, as 
well as the Democratic platform. We should make good our 
promises to the people. They trusted us. We should not fail 
them now. My vote will be cast against the conference report. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] . . 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, it was only a few days ago 
that I learned the- definition of that expression we hear so 
frequently used-" special interests." 

In his speeech in the Senate on this conference report the 
distinguished Senator from Mississippi paid me the compliment 
of saying that in the conference I watched the correspondence 
with my constituents and that they were my " special in
terests." 

Now, I am very glad indeed to plead guilty to such an indictment 
as that. If that is the proper definition of "special interests," 
we are here for that purpose, to do the best we can for our con
stituents and at the same time for the country as a whole. 

So I think the Senator from Mississippi both complimented 
me and himself, because be was the cause of there being put 
in the bill a duty on long-staple cotton. He was looking out 
for the special interests of Mississippi. 

Now, as usual I greatly enjoyed the remarks of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. GARNER.]. Always he is an interesting 
speaker. We like to hear him on the floor, and as usual I was 
diametrically opposed to practically every statement he made. 
[Laughter.] 

Why, it seemed a far ~ry for him to say that by the change 
of two or three schedules we would set up a country here where 
there were no imports and no exports. That is practically what 
the gentleman from Texas just told the House of Representa
tives. There can not be, to my mind, any stranger construction 
made of the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill than that made by the 
gentleman from Texas this afternoon. In my judgment, that 
is exactly what the bill will not do. It is d.rawn for the dis-

ciations during life-and I do not class myself any longer as a 
young man-I never have seen a more patient, diligent, nor 
pains.taking man to deal with under any circumstances than om: 
honored chairman. [Applause.] 

He deserves every bit of credit that is to come to the Repub:. 
lican Party as the leader in the passage of the so-called Hawley
Smoot bilL He struck the nail on the head in his remarks a 
few moments ago when be said that as a result of this bill we 
wil ee in the near future a very active movement and stimula
tion along the lines of industry throughout the . country. The 
uncertainty that has been forced on the country, largely through 
the tactics of the Democratic Party in the Senate and their 
associates, is the cause of the pre ent uncertainty in the business 
world. 

We are told that this is, and that it is not, an agricultural 
bill. That question has been answered by the recent primary 
in the State of Iowa, where our distinguished colleague, Mr. 
DICKINSON, won out by such a very handsome majority, for 
which we congratulate him to-day. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] Agriculture spoke in the State of Iowa in the 
nomination of Mr. DICKINSON, because he made this bill his 
one plea before the voters of Iowa, and I say to my Republican 
colleagues that when we go out in the near future and appear 
before our constituents the example set by Mr. DICKINSON is 
the one that we ought to follow. Praise this bill, and we will 
get votes. 

Who are the critics of the bill? The chief critic of recent 
days has been a distinguished manufacturer of automobiles 
who makes them now in foreign countries and brings them u;_ 
here under a lower rate of duty in order to get advantage of 
the markets here, though manufacturing them with industry 
employed abroad. Let us face this situation as it is. The rates 
on automobiles have been reduced from 25 per cent to 10 per 
cent in this bill, and it seems to me a far call for any manu
facturer of automobiles, having set up his enterprises abroad, 
to come in now and criticize the bill when we are endeavoring 
to assist industry in this country. The prosperity of this coun
try has brought prosperity to the automobile industry, and 
particularly to the men who are now criticizing the tariff bill 
because it is beneficial to other industries than their own and 
because in writing the bill we have given the interests of this 
country first consideration rather than those individuals who 
have financial investments abroad. Stand up ·and be counted. 
This country is going to benefit in the near future and for 
years to come by the passage of this Hawley-Smoot bill. 

There is one other statement made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. GARNER] I desire to refer to. It had to do with 
propaganda by the Tariff Commission. I do not know to what 
he referred. I ha\e had dealings with the Tariff Commission 
over scme period of years, and, so far as I know, I never have 
had an opinion presented which showed the slightest political 
tinge. That commission has been a fact-finding body, one which 
ought not to be criticized. either as a commission or as indi
viduals, as was done a few minutes ago by the gentleman from 
Texas. I think he referred to Mr. Brossard, who has always 
been ready to furnish information, not propaganda. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Briefly. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Referring to Mr. Ford, in April, 1928, 

Henry Ford used these words : 
ll'ree trade leads the country to high wages and prosperity. I don't 

believe in anything else but free trade all around. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I have no doubt that that was his opinion 
then and evidently is now. Therefore, naturally, he will criti
cize a bill that is for the benefit of American industry. I agree 
fully with the gentleman from Ohio and his statement. Let me 
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add this also, that that statement and others similar to it are 
backed not by what are called special interests, but by big in
terests. Evidently there is a group of people in the country 
to-day who are more interested in their inve tments abroad than 
they are in the welfare of the American workmen in this coun
try. [Applause.] My first interest is with the workingman. 
I want to see all men and women employed in our mills and our 
factories throughout the country in producing American goods 
for American consumption, and then let these foreign bankers 
look after their own interests after we protect American indus
try here at home. I have no patience with this type of criticism 
of this bill. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five or six minutes to 
myself. I was very much interested when the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] raised him elf up to his 5 feet 
11 inches and stated he was proud to represent the special 
interests of the country, and when he followed that statement 
with another that his sole interest is to see that the working
men of this country get higher wages, I could not help but think 
that the tender solicitude of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
for the working people of the country is the most touching 
and pathetic incident that has happened in the 11 months of 
this debate. [Applause and laughter.] With all deference to 
my friend from Massachusetts, for whom, personally, I have 
a high regard, is there a man or a woman in this House who 
believes that he cares one rap or one penny whether the work
ingmen get a higher or lower rate of wage if it prevented the 
manufacturer in his district from getting a high rate of protec
tion? He talks about some one accu ing the gentleman from Ore
gon [Mr. HAWLEY] of double-crossing some one. I do not know 
about that, but my knowledge of Mr. HAWLEY is such that I 
do not believe that in private, public, or political life he would 
double-cross anyone. [Applau e.] I am not accusing the gen
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREJADWAY] of double-crossing. 
I would not use so harsh a term. I prefer to use the word 
"flimflam." [Laughter.] I remember the situation here not long 
ago, after 8 or 10 hours of debate, when we voted on all of 
those 1,200 amendments. After the gentleman fl•om Oregon 
[Mr. HAWLEY] and the gentleman from Washington [1\Ir. 
HADLEY] had stood here like soldiers in the trenches, voting 
for item after item for the gentleman from Massachusetts, I 
saw the gentleman from Mas achusetts, just after he had re
ceived a high rate on this cheap imitation paper roofing that is 
made in his State, shove Mr. HADLEY aside when he wanted 
only a measly 25 per cent on shingle ~·oofing made in his State. 
And after this old Roman from Colorado [Mr. TIMBERLAKE] 
had stood by him all day long voting for a high rate for every 
industry in Massachusetts, I saw him shove the gentleman from 
Colorado to one side, after he aw that he was 60 votes ahead 
on the first roll call, as he said, " I am going to dinner ; sugar 
is going to be free." 

But I say to you, sir, that it is almost impossible to get any 
sati faction from criticizing him, because he is like the man 
who went to a newspaper fellow and said, " Say something about 
me that is good, if you can ; but if you can not say something 
good, then say something bad ; say something ! " Anything con
cerning the gentleman from Massachusetts is a boost. [Laugh-
ter.] . 

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [l\lr. TREADWAY] has 
commended to you the Iowa position. I also commend it to you. 
The Iowa Members are my personal friends, and I have watched 
them for the last nine year , ever since the Fordney-1\fcCumber 
tariff bill was enacted. I find that they have a system that can 
not be beaten. It works every time. It is to get on the stump 
and everywhere fight and talk against the tariff bill, and then 
vote for it on the floor. [Laughter.] In that way they catch 
votes go.ing and coming. They do that all the time. [Laugh
ter.] 

I have not time to go into the iniquities of this tariff bill. I 
had hoped that when the Tariff Commission made a recom
mendation that a rate be lowered or raised 50 per cent, within 
60 days that question would be settled within that time. But 
now applications may be pending indefinitely. I am not charg
ing that the pre ent Pre ident of the United States or any 
President of the United States ·would ever- hold up these ac
cumulated .applications until just a few days or a few weeks 
before or after an election, but I do :o.ot want by my. vote to 
place any such temptation before a President as that. That 
to my mind i one of the most indefensible features of the 
flexible plan. This is the highest tariff bill in the history of 
the country and by . a mere stroke of th~ pen, if the President 
desire -and I do not charge nor believe he is going to do it
yet by a stroke_ of his pen he ·can .make . it·.twi~ as high as .it 
now is if he wants to. 

My good friend from New York [Mr. CRowTHER] and my good 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] and my good friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. BACHARACH] have been charging me as 
being a dire prophet . of ruin and disaster. They say I made 
this prophecy in a speech I delivered some nine years ago on 
the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill, and they love to hold me up 
as a false prophet. My fliends, I dare yon to tell me that I 
am a false prophet now. Since the 1st of January of thi year 
our balance of trade bas fallen off over $500,000,000. After 10 
years of the highe t tariff in the history of the Republic we 
find so many unemployed that your officials are afraid to give 
out the number becau e it is much more than you expect. 

1\lr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. COLLIER. I can not help yielding to my good fi herman 

friend. (Laughter.] 
l\1r. WOOD. Do you see the forecasts that were made con

cerning the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill, to the effect that it 
would absolutely destroy our export? 

1\fr. COLLIER. Well, after nearly 10 years of operation 
under that bill they still say it. 

l\1r. WOOD. A..nd you say that during the existence of the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff it bas de troyed our exports? 

Mr. COLLIER. The gentleman knows that during the cam
paign two years ago, when they were talking about the almo t 
unequaled and unheard-of prosperity we had in this country 
the gentleman knows that was nothing but new paper talk, and 
we never had it. The only time when the foreign trade of 
America was the greatest in our previous history wa in the 
last four years of a Democratic administration. There have 
been four decades in the history of this Republic in 140 years 
when the wealth of our country in a decade increa ed over 100 
per cent, and each and every one of tho ' e decade was a decade 
in which there was a Democratic administration. [Applau, e.] 

Mr. WOOD. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
the revenue from imports into this country more than doubled 
under the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill, and that the exports 
from this country were nearly doubled? 

Mr. COLLIER. Yes; there were times when the exports were 
, so. 1.'hose were times by reason of the war when Europe was 
prevented from making things thet·e. But as soon a the war 
was over and when conditions got normal, although I do not 
claim to be a prophet, it turned out ju t as I expected. [Ap
plause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. JoHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Nebraska. 1\Ir. Speaker, in opposition to 
some of the editorials and cartoons in the Hearst newspaper , I 
wish to call attention to an editorial from a paper in Nebraska. 
The McCook Republican, edited at McCook, Nebr., by Mr. Barnes, 
who has lived in that section of the State for 25 or more years~ 
publi hes the following editorial under date of June 6, 1930: 

We are told by metropolitan newspapers now making a drive on the 
protective tariff system that this country is now suffering from over
production, and that our only chance to dispose of our surplu produc
tion is to seek markets abroad, and in order to gain markets abroad 
we must admit the further invasion of our markets by the cheap-labor 
products of foreign lands. 

Many will wonder how it can be said that we are suffering from ·over
production. It is a fact that hundreds of thousands of wage earners 
have been thrown out of work in the United States through their in
ability to compete with foreign cheap labor, whose output crowd the 
shelves of stores in the United States. Is there not a more immediate 
and profitable prospect of consumption by these unemployed men were· 
they back at work than among the peasants, coolies, and peons of foreign 

. lands who are now doing the work of supplying American necessities? 
. Abroad we must meet on their own ground the makers. of the very 

cheap-labor products we are now buying in such quantity instead of· 
absorbing the output of our own industries. If we can not untler t:>ll 
them at home, how can we do it abroad? 

Our only hope of gaining markets abroad is in supplying them with 
products which we can make cheaper or better only because our large
scale market here permits the economies of mass production. 

The operations of the present tariff law which it was predicted would' 
destroy our foreign trade, proves to the contrary. Wben we keep our 
own industries going we are enabled to buy abroad artitles of luxury 
and of necessity we do not produce here in greater and greater quantity. 
We are enabled to s·pend more in foreign travel. Om prosperity does 
not destroy that of foreign lands: it promotes the general prosperity or· 
the world. 

The truth is that the outcry arising in this country against a tariff 
measuring the difference in labor costs at home and abroad on all com
petitive commodities ls chiefly inspired by international financiers who 
want to collect ' the--vast amounts they have loaned abroad at the sacri'
ftce of American production, and the international industrialists who 
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wish to manufacture 1n foreign cheap-labor markets and sell with as 
little interference as possible in our markets. That these financiers and 
industrialists are killing the goose that laid their golden eggs does not 
affect their short-sighted attitude, or that of merchandisers who want 
the opportunity to buy cheap foreign goods regardless of the fact that 
they thus destroy the purchasing power of their customers in the 
United States. 

We seem to be up against the problem of whether our tariffs shall be 
adjusted to suit home needs or foreign demands. Foreign nations with 
sky-high tariffs and 47 varieties of interfering with our exports to 
these countries are inspiring an outcry to the effect that if we look 
out for ourselves they will cut our throat. They are now, and always 
have been, doing a pretty good job of looking out for themselves, and 
presumably they will continue to do this whatever our tariff rates. The 
first Job of our Government js to look out for our own people, and 
sometimes that job seems to be somewhat neglected. 

Presumably the fact that Henry Ford bas removed his tractor pro
duction to Ireland, where be is paying half the Detroit wage scale, 
and that the General Motors has made a tie-up with the German motor 
il)dustry, where wages are less than 40 per cent those paid in the 
United States, may account for the enthusiasm of the officials of these 
two qompanies for low tariff or no tariff on the ground that protection 
creates unemployment. 

I also call attention to a headline in the Hastings Daily 
Tribune, a paper of wide circulation published at Hastings, 
Nebr., which refers to the recent primary election in Iowa. It 
reads: 

Iowa vote for DICKINSON approves tariff. 

The editors in Nebraska, strictly an agriculturaldistrict, are 
possessed of as much common sense and intelligence as the 
editors of any other newspapers. They were in close touch 
with the condition of agriculture. 

I represent a district that is absolutely and strictly agricul
tural, and I hear few complaints, but many commendations, 
from the farmers in that section of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen-
tleman from Kansas [:Mr. STRONG]. • 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I doubt very much if 
those of us who believe in a tariff for tfie protection of Ameri
can agriculture, American labor, and American industry, and 
will so vote to.-day, in accordance with the pledge of our party 
platform, are entirely satisfied with the bill, because each group 
of u representing different industries would like to have high · 
rates for ourselves; but I do believe this is the best tariff bill 
this country has ever had, and especially it is best for agri
culture. [Applause.] The rates for agriculture in this bill 
are the highest rates we have ever had in the history of the 
Nation, and I will be very proud to have an opportunity to vote 
for it. [Applause.] 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
desire to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I can not agree with my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
STRONG], who said he thought ·this was a good bill for agricul
ture. In my judgment it is against the interest of agriculture; 
it is against the interest of labor, and will be detrimental to a 
large percentage of the bu~iness men of this country and I 
can not support it. [Applause.] 

After almost a year and a half of hearings and debates the 
Hawley-Smoot tariff bill is brought on the floor of the House 
for final passage. 

What a different law it will be from what the people of the 
country had a right to expect after listening to the promises 
made by the Republican candidate for President and other Re
publican speakers during the last campaign, or even after the 
President sent his message to Congress on April 16, 1929. 

In his message to Congress he said he was in favor of · an 
effective tariff on agricultural products that would compensate 
the farmers' higher standards of living, and that he was in 
favor of some limited changes in other tariff schedules where 
economic changes have taken place and where new industries 
have come into being since the last tariff law was enacted. 
With these promises made and accepted in good faith by the 
American people they had a right to expect that they would 
be fulfilled, but by the passage of this bill, the way it has been 
written, about everything else has been done except to carry 
out this pledge. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, it is no wonder that the 
farm organizations of the country have protested against the 
passage of this bill; that the economists are alarmed at the 
economic effect it will have on the country; and that some of 
our leading business men have vigorously protested against its 
passage. 

The leading economists of the country-1,028 of them in 
number, coming as they do from 179 of the leading colleges of 

the country ; also from some of our largest banks and most 
important industries-set out 12 .points as to why the so-called 
"Grundy billion-dollar monstrosity tariff law" should never be 
passed by this Congress. 

They are as follows : 
First. It will increase the general cost of living. 
Second. It will subsidize industrial waste and inefficiency. 
Third. It will inflate profits of the few at the expense of the 

many. 
Fourth. It will hit city workers hardest. 
Fifth. It will rob the farmers it is supposed to enrich. 
Sixth. It will cripple manufacturers through raw material 

rates. 
Seventh. It will lower the buying power of our foreign cus

tomers. 
Eighth. It will provoke foreign retaliation against our exports. 
Ninth. It will violate the resolution of the world economic 

conference. 
Tenth. It will jeopardize payments from our foreign invest-

ments and debts. 
Eleventh. It will increase unemployment. 
Twelfth. It will poison world peace. 
The economists have been heard from. They realize in ad

vance what the passage of this bill will mean to the American 
people. The people themselves will be beard from later on, and 
in my opinion, when they realize what has been done to them by 
the passage of this bill the protest of the economists will fade 
into insignificance when we bear the protests made by the people 
themselves at the polls next November. · 

The farm organizations have protested against the passage of 
this bill because it does not carry out the pledge that was made 
to them in the last campaign. They were promised that agri
culture would be placed on a basis of equality with industry, 
but' the rates in this bill fall far short of placing agriculture on 
a basis of equality with industry. They stn te that the President 
advocated only a limited revision of the industrial schedule and 
that it is astonishing to them that industry that is already 
highly protected should demand and be granted still higher rates 
in connection with a revision of the tariff, undertaken primarily 
to give agriculture parity with the other groups composing our 
industrial system. 

Our farmers now realize that they have been at a disad
vantage, as compared with industry under the Fordney-l\fcCum
ber tariff law, and, those that have studied this bill, find that 
four times as many increases in rates will be granted to industry 
as to agriculture, and, that the disparity will be greater under 
this law than it was under the Fordney-McCumber tariff law. 

Our farmers are beginning to realize that while industrial 
tariffs are usually 100 per cent effective and operates to raise 
the farmers' costs, farm products are not advanced in accord
ance with the tariff placed on them, as we export our surplus 
crops, and until the tariff is made effective on our surplus crops 
the farmers will receive very little benefit from the tariff. For 
this reason a number of our leading farmers and farm organi
zations demanded that the debenture amendment placed on the 
tariff bill in the Senate be left in the bill, for in reality it is 
only through a plan of this kind that the farmers can expect 
to make tariff effective on their surplus crop. 

The President has had very little to say about the tariff bill, 
but when it came to placing something that would really help 
the farmers of the country in the tariff bill, or, in other words, 
when the debenture amendment was placed on it in the Senate, 
a protest from the President was received at once, and the farm
ers were told that the so-called " placing agriculture on a basis 
of equality with industry" was not to be granted under this 
tariff bill, and, in my opinion, will never be granted under this 
administration. 

When I hear our Republican friends talking about passing _ a 
tariff law that will be helpful to our farmers I am reminded of 
the story told about the old bullfrog hunter who made a living 
catching bullfrogs. The !tory goes that one evening he told 
his friends that he had that day caught the biggest bullfrog in 
the world. He said it weighed by actual weight 102 pounds. 
Some of his friends insisted on weighing the frog. They dis
covered when they weighed it that it actually weighed 2 pounds 
and that the rest was bull; and, my friends, in my opinion, that 
is about what this tariff bill or any other tariff bill passed under 
a Republican administration will mean to our farmers. Men 
selected to take care of the big interests of this country can not 
at the same time help pass legislation that will be helpful to 
our farmers. This was to be a tariff bill that would put agri
culture on a basis of equality with industry ; in.stead of doing 
what it was supposed to do, -agriculture will fare worse than it 
did under the Fordney-McCumber · tariff law. You can not 
serve God and mammon at the same time. It can not be dQne. 

\ 



1078tf ·ooNGRESSION AL liEOORD-HOUSE JuNE 14 ' 
A large number .of our leading business men are ·against this 

tariff bill becau e it will advance their raw material rates, 
lower the buying power of their foreign customers, and cause· 
foreign countries to retaliate against importing American~made 
goods. 

Some of our leading business men have made strong protest 
against this tariff bill because they realize it is not in the inter
est of a number of our large employers of labor and that it is 
bound to increase unemployment 

At the present time there ·are 36 ·nations · of the world pro
testing against this tariff bill, and they are threatening to put 
into effect reprisal tariffs, which they have a perfect right to 
do. The following are the names of some of the nations that 
have officially protested to our State Department: 

Austria ; Belgium ; Czechoslovakia Republic ; Denffi:ark ; Domini.can 
Republic; France; ·Great Britain ; Austi·alia; Bahamas, Bermuda, India, 
Scotland, Wet Indian Colonies; Greece; Guatemala; Honduras; Irish 
Free State; Italy; Japan; Mexico; the Netherlands; Norway; Para
guay ; Persia ; Rumania ; Spain ; Sweden ; Switzerland ; Turkey ; Uru
guay; Union of South Africa; Germany ; Canada; Egypt; Finland; and 
Hungary. · 

Australia has already ordered that the importation of certain 
commodities be proh:bited altogether, and that the tariff rate 
on certain other commodities be increased 50 per cent 

The following list of commodities will be prohibited in Aus
tr·alia: 

Acetic acid. 
Adhesives, prepa.red. 

· Aluminum ware, other than spoons and forks. 
Batteries, including dry cells and accumulators. 

. Bennis, iron and steel. 
Blankets and blanketing, except printers' rugs. 
.Blue, laundry. 
Biscuits. 
BoJts, rivets and nuts. 
Butter; peanut. 

. Candles. 
Cements, Portland cement. 
Channel' . 
Cheese. 
Clay. 
Column. 
Confectionery. 
Cultivator, except hand-worked cultivators . 

. Custard powders. 
Cutters, chaff. 
'Drills (fertilizer, seed, and grain). 
Eggs in shell or otherwise. 
Elecb.'ic appliances, cooking and heating. 
Flour, corn. 
Fruits, dried, excepting dates and figs. 
Fruits, preserved in liquid. 
Furs and other skins, partly or wholly made into apparel or other 

articles. 
Gas appliances, cooking and heating. 
Gears, horse. 
Gelatine, all kinds. 
Girders. 
·Glucose. 
Glass, opal sheet. 
·Glue. 
Harrows. 
Harvesters, including stripper harvesters. 
Irons, electric smoothing. 
Iron and steel, trough and bridge. 
Jams and jellies. 
Jelly crystals and powders. 
.Joists. 
Kerosene, appliances, cooking and heating. 
Lard and edible fats. 
Lemons. 
-Meats preserved in tins and other air-tight containers. 
Milk in dried or powdered form. 
Milk, malted, prepared 1n coconuts. 
Nuts, bolts, and rivets. 
Onions. 
Oranges. 
Phones, wireless bead. 
Pickles. 
Pipes, cast iron. 
Pipe fittings, cast iron. 
Plated ware, other than poons and forks. 

Plow, stump jump. 
Pork prese~ed by cold process. 
Rail dogs and spikes. 
Rakes, horse-drawn hay, 
Reapers. 
Rivets. · 
Sanitary and lavatory articles of earthenware and glazed or enam-

eled fire clay. 
Sauces and chutney. 
Scarifiers, agricultural. 
Screws, engineers' set. 
Seed, canary. 
Shafting. other than flexible. 
Soap and soap substitutes. 
Spikes. 
Starch and starch flour. 
Tiles for bath an.d sinks. 
Threshers. 
Vegetables salted or prest>.rved in liquid or partly preserved or pulped. 
Vineg111·. 
Wire, barbed, wire and other nails. 
Wireless receiving sets, partly or wholly assembled. 

On the following list of commodities the duty in Australia will 
be increased 50 per cent. 

Albums. 
Almanacs, 
Artificial flowers, fruits, plants, leaves, and grains of all kinds and 

materials. 
Bags (tra>eling and sporting bags and leather cases). 
Bamboo. 
Bamboo, rule~. 
B!lskets. 
Belting, leather, rubbt>r, (anvas, and C{)mposition belting and green 

hide for belting, and other purposes . 
Boats. 
Boots, leather. 
Boots, rubber. , 
Boxes . 
Boxes, "jewelery and smfllar articles. 
Boxes, snu.II. 
Boxes, tobacco wholly or partly of gold or ilver, except gold and simi-

lar articles. 
Brooms. 
Brooms, whisk. 
Brushes : Cloth brushe , hair brushes, paint bru he , nail and other 

l.Jru hes. rubbing brushes, tooth brushes, and varnish brushes. 
Calsomine water paints and distempers, in powder form. 
Cameras and magic or optical lanterns. 
Caps, paper. 
Cartridges. 
Cinematograpbs not otherwise specified, ilicluding arc lamps. 

ordage, rope and twine. 
Dre sings. 
Dres ings, blacking and polishes for boots, shoes, and other articles 

of attire. 
Dryer , liquid. 
Enamels and enamel paints and gloss;s. 
Envelopes, straw. 
Fancy goods: Cardcases, cigar and c.igarette cases, batpins, holders. 

purses, and match boxes. 
Fancy goods, including snuff and tobacco boxes, wholly or partly of 

gold or silver, except gold or silver-plated and rolled gold, and similar 
articles. 

Tubes. 
Firearms. 
Footwear: Clogs, boots, leather boo~, rubber boots, rubber sand boot:!, 

galoshes, pattens and other footwear (of any material) not otherwise 
specified, including u.ppers, tops, and soles ; plimsolls, shoes, slippers. 

Games and articles for outdoor and indoor sporting game , including 
toys. 
· Glassware not otherwise specified. 

Gold size and liquid stain for wood. 
Goods, piece for the manufacture of apparel, knitted in tubular form 

or otherwise, of cotton, .silk, or containing silk, of artificial silk or con
taining artificial silk, or being an admixture of wool with other fibers. 

Gramophones, phonographs, and other talking machines and records 
therefor. 

G1·eases and tallow, including axle grease and unrefined tallow putty. 
Harness, leather. 
Inks. 
Ink, reducer, printers' .. 
J elly, petroleum and toilet preparations . (perfumed or toilet) not 

otherwise specified, spiritnous or not. 
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Jewelry : Precious stones, unset, including pearls; jewelry and imita-

tion jewelry; jewelry boxes and similar articles. 
Knotting, patent. 
Lacquers : Japans, Berlin, Brunswick. 
Lead: White, dry, or ground in oil. 
Leather manufactures, including harness; leather, rubber, canvas and 

composition belting and green hide for belting and other purposes; razor 
strops ; saddles, buggy whips. 

Liquids : Bronze and metal liquids, petrifying liquids, stain for wood 
and gold size liquid, sizes, liquid. 

Matches and vestas of all kinds. 
Mops. 
Oils : Furniture oils, oil stains and varnish, oil and wood finish, sheep

marking oils. 
Paper: Manufacturers of paper or partly manufactured paper, in

cluding frames or not frames, having advertisement thereon -including 
price list; almanacs, billheads and other printed and ruled fGrms, 
catalogues, circulars and pictures for calendars, diaries, directories, 
paper containers; patty pans, papel"; patterns, paper; posters; tickets, 
printed; wrapping paper printed. 

Paints: Calsomine water paints and distem])Qrs in powder form, 
paints and colors ground in liquid and prepared for us~, stains. 

Parasols, sunshades, and umbrellas. 
Pastes for leather. 
Patent knotting. 
Perfumes, artificial (synthetic) concentrated form, including syn

thetic essential oils and mixtures of synthetic and natural essential 
oils, nonspirituous. 

Petrifying liquids. 
Phonographs aud other talking machines and records thereof. 
Photograph frames and stands. 
Pianos, player, grand, upright. 
Polishes : Polishes for leather; polishes and dressing blacking for 

boots, shoes, and other articles of attire; floor polishes, knife, metal and 
stove polishes. 

Refrigerators and parts of refrigerators. 
Rope. 
Rubber goods: Pneumatic rubber tires and tubes therefor. 
Stationery, including bill files : Albums, bookmarkers, cards and book

lets, Christmas cards and similar kinds, memorandum slates and tablets 
and menus. 

Stationery, including bill files~ seallng and bottling wax; paper knives, 
paper binders, and penracks ; straw envelopes ; tablets ; writing cases ; 
stoving blacks and substitutes therefor ; sizes, gold, and liquid stain for 
wood ; sizes, liquid. 

Tallow and unrefined tallow putty. 
Terebin. 
Trunks. 
Twine, rope, and cordage. 
Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades. 
Varnishes. 
Varnish and oil stains. 
Varnish, lithographic. 
Wicker, bamboo and cane, not otherwise specified, including bamboo 

rules, all articles of wood not otherwise specified, and mostly furniture. 
Wrappings, paper, of all colors (glazed, unglazed, or mill glazed) 

brown, caps, sulphites, and sugars and all other bag papers, paper 
felt, and paper bags, not otherwise specified strawboard, corrugated; 
and others. 

Yachts not otherwise specified, launches, and boats. 

For the information of the Members of the House I wish to 
state that this list of commodities was fm'Ilished to me at my re
quest by C. J. Hopkins, manager of the foreign department of 
the Crosley Radio Corporation, of Cincinnati, Ohio, They, 
like a number of other large corporations, are very much in
terested in seeing that nothing is done to hurt our export trade. 

What Australia has already done other countries may do in 
the near future, and when we stop to consider that our exports 
have decreased over $400,000,000 the first five months of this 
year, while the total of our foreign commerce dwindled more 
than $700,000,000 under the total of the same five months of 
last year, we can realize why some of our large business men 
are very much worried about the effects of this tariff bill if 
passed. 

'l'o-day we have over 5,000,000 men out of employment and 
between five and six million men that are working only part 
time. Cut off our export business and the number of unem
ployed is bound to increase. 

It is estimated that we have 2,000,000 men in this country 
producing goods for export and another million men earning 
their living in the manufacture of raw materials which we im
port in exchange for our exports. Our population has increased 
10 per cent in the last eight years and our production has in-

creased approximately 30 per cent. Our higher standards -of 
living have absorbed some of this increased production, but 
most of it must find an export market. Cut off this market and 
we will have more unemployment, a lower standard of wages, 
and not only the manl)facturers and labor will be effected but 
likewise every business man and farmer in the country. 

Much has been said about this being a "billion dollar tariff 
bill." When we speak about a billion dollars there are very 
few of us that can even realize what it means, so in order that 
we may more thoroughly understand what it means let us take 
up a few of the items in the bill and see just what the increase 
in tariff really means. 

First we will take the cement tariff, which is placed at 6 
cents per hundred pounds, and affects every taxpayer in the 
country. 

We find the imports, 1927, 1.18 per cent; 1928, 1.30 per cent; 
1929, 1.01 per cent. So the imports do not affect us to any 
degree and are not on the increase. 

The State highway systems built 5,908 miles ; the county 
highway systems built 1,145 miles of concrete road in 1928, 
and if the same amount of road is b'p.ilt as was built in 1928, 
average 20 feet wide, 7 inches thick, under the new tariff 
schedules the extra costs will be as follows in the different 
States: · 

Additional costs of highway syst-ems under H. R. 2667 

State Miles 6-cent rate 

Alabama ______________________________ : ______________ ·________ 136 $104,713.29 
Arizona ____________________________ ---------- ---------------- 1 769. 95 
Arkansas ___ ------------------------------------------------ 50 38, 497. 50 California____________________________________________________ 1 2 140, 130. 90 
Colorado----------------------------------------------------- 61 46, 966.95 
Connecticut-------------------------------------------------- 73 56,205.35 
Delaware_--------------------------------------------------- 41 30, 567. 95 
Florida------------------------------------------------------ 28 21,558.60 
Georgia_----------------------------------------------------- 111 85, 164. 45 
IdahO-------------------------------------------------------- 5 3, 849.75 
illinois------------------------------------------------------- 1, 138 876, 203. 10 
Indiana------------------------------------------------------ 392 301,820. 4t 
Iowa--------------------------------------------------------- 748 575,922.60 
Kansas ___ - __ ------------------------------------------______ 97 74, 685. 15 

~~~~~~~~=================================================== ~ 18: ?~~: ro Maine------------------------------------------------------- 12 9, 239.40 
Maryland_ -------------------------------------------------- Ill 85. 4&1. 45 
l\Iassachusetts __ ---- _ ----------------------- ___________ ------ 20 15, 399. 00 
Michigan---------------------------------------------------- 523 402,683. 85 

~!~r~i~-~~-~~~~~~~:::====================================== ~~ 1~: ~ ~ Montana---------------------------------------------------__ 4 3, 079. 80 
Nebraska---------------------------------------------------- 5 3, 849.75 
New Hampshire--------------------------------------------- 31 30,868.45 
New Jersey- ------------------------------------------------- 190 1~. 290. 50 
New Menco------------------------------------------------- 1 769.95 
New York- --- ----------------------------------------------- 705 542,814.75 
North Carolina _________ ------------------------------------- 313 241, 094. 3!'1 
Ohio_________________________________________________________ 247 190, 177.65 
Oklahoma _________ ------------------------------------------ 118 90, 854. 10 
Pennsylvania----------------------------------------------__ 58 44, 657. 10 
Rhode Island------------------------------------------------ 14 10,779. 30 
South Carolina---------------------------------------------- 197 151,680. 15 
South Dakota------------------------------------------------ 6 4, 619. 70 
Tennessee--------------------------------------------------- 82 63.175_ 90 
To.."tas ___________ --------------------------------------------- 431 331, 484. 45 
Utah-- ------------------------------------------------------- 12 9, 239.40 

~f:~~~===================================================== ~~ ~: ~~: ~ Washington-------------------------------------------------- 49 40, 03i. 40 

;vi~;~r~~~~============================================= ---- - -~~~- --~~~~~~~ 
The extra costs per mile under the new tariff law are as 

follows: 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 6 inches thick, 16 feet wide_________ $528. 07 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 6 inches thick, 18 feet wide_________ 594. 00 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 6 inches thick, 20 feet wide_________ 65~. 92 
Tariff rate at 6 cents. 7 inches thick, 16 feet wide_________ 61G. 05 
Taritr rate at 6 cents, 7 inches thick, 18 feet wide_________ 693. 00 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 7 inches thick, 20 feet wide_ ________ 76!J. 9r. 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 8 inches thick, 16 feet wide--------- 704. 0:! 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 8 inches thick, 18 feet wide_________ 797. 011 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 8 inches thick, 20 feet wide_________ 879. 97 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 9 inches thick, 16 feet wide_________ 792. 00 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 9 inches thlck, 18 feet wide_________ 891. 00 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 9 inches thick, 20 feet wide_________ 9!)0. OU 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 10 inches thick, 16 feet wjde_________ 879. 97 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 10 inches thick, 18 feet wide_________ 990. 00 
Tariff rate at 6 cents, 10 inches thick, 20 feet wide _________ 1, 100. 02 

Average road 20 feet wide, 7 inclles thick, extra cost per mile, 
6-cent tariff, $769.95. 

A barrel of cement weighs 376 pounds. With a tariff of 6 
cents per hundred pounds, the increased cost will be $0.2256 
per barrel. 
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The total increase tariff on account of the tariff on cement is 

estimated as $GO,OOO,OOO. 
A few of the other increases in tariff under this law are as 

follows: 
The woolen schedule alone is expected to cost $300,000,000 on 

clothes and wearing apparel. 
Hide , leather, boots and shoes approximately $250,000,000. 
Lumber, $50,000,000; brick, $15,000,000; tiling, $25,000,000; 

sugar, $32,000,000; in addition to the $216,000,000 that was paid 
under the Fordney-McCumber tai·iff law. 

The following table bows how the family budget will be 
affected by the pa sage of this bill with the tariff increased 
on practically every article that has to be bought by the average 
family: 

Cost of family tudget under specified acts ,, 

Hawley-Smoot Fordney-McCum- Underwood 
bill of 1930 ber Act of 1922 Act of 1913 

Shoes (hide3, 10 per cent; 20 per cent ________ Free ______________ Free. 
· leather, 15 per cent). 

Wool (raw) _______________ _ 
Wool rags ____ ____________ _ 

Wool shoddy---------·-----Wool yarn ___ __ ______ _____ _ 

34 cents per pound. 31 cents per pound_ 
18 cents per pound_ 7~ cents per pound. 
24 cents per pound. 16 cents per pound_ 
40 cents per pound_ 33 cents per pound_ 

Worsted and woolen cloth__ 50 cent~ per pound, 24 cents per pound, 
plus 50 per cent. plus 40 per cent. 

Wool hosiery-------------- _____ do ________ __ ___ 45cents per pound. 

Wool gloves and mittens __ 

Wool underwear __________ _ 

Wool hats (including felts)_ 

Wool clothing and wearing 

40 cents per pound, 
plus 35 per cent. 

50 cents per pound, 
plus 50 per cent. 

33 cents per pound, 
plus 50 per cent. 

66.29 per cent. ___ _ 

plus 50 per cent. 
36 cents per pound, 

plus 50 per cent 
45 cents per pound, 

plus 50 per cent. 
24 cents per pound, 

plus 40 per cent. 
56.40 per cent_ ·- ---

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

18 cents 
pound. 

35 per cent. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

per 

apparel. 
Cotton cloth, bleached _____ 39.73 per cent ______ 31.12 per cent ______ 25.59 per cent. 
Cotton cloth, unbleached __ 35.58 per cent ______ 27.90 per cent ______ 22.27 per cent. 
Cotton cloth, printed, 29.82 per cent ______ 26.99 per cent______ 17.97 per cent. 

dyed . 
Silk wearing appareL ____ _ 
Hose, embroidered ________ _ 
Silk velvet __ ______________ _ 
Handkerchiefs and other 

embroideries of wool, cot
ton, silk, and flax. 

65 per cent_ _______ 60 per cent_ _______ 45 per cent. 
90 per cent_ _______ 75 per cent ________ 60 per cent. 
65 per cent ________ 60 per cent_ _______ 50 per cent. 
90 per cent. _______ 75 per cent_ _______ 60 per cent. 

Silk ribbon, figured ________ 65 per cent.------- 55 per cent.------- 45 per cent. 
Linen handkerchiefs__ _____ 52.91 per cent ______ 45 _per cent. _______ 40 per cent. 
Novelty jewelry, not gold 110 per cent.------ 80 per cent.------- 60 per eent. 

or platinum. 
!Alather handbags and 35 per cent_.------ 30 per cant.---- --- 30 per cent. 

other leather cases. 
Hats, straw---------------- $3.56 per dozen, 50 per cent, plus 25 Do. 

plus 50 per cent. per cent. 
Shoe laces ________________ _ 15 per cent .. ------ Free __ ------------ Free. 
Agate buttons ____________ _ 3.58.11 per cent_ ___ 15 per cent ________ 15 per cent. 
Wool blankets (not over '37 .. 27 per cent ______ 61.65 per cent ______ 25 per cent. 

50 cents per pound). 
Wool tapestries and up- 80.90 per cent._ ____ 68,81 per cent.. ____ 35.28 per cent. 

hc1stering cloths. Wilton rugs ______________ _ 45 per cent _______ _ 40 per cent. _______ 35 per cent. 
Rayon fabrics ___ ----------

Rayon wearing appareL __ _ 

45 cents per pound 
plus 60 per cent. 

40centsperpound, 
plus 65 per cent. 

N oncomparable __ _ 

Noncomparable __ _ 

Linen table damask ______ _ 45 per cent _______ _ 4.0 per cent.------- 35 per cent. 
Cotton handkerchiefs ____ _ _ 
Cotton tapestries and uP.. 

50.69 percent ____ _ 42.35 per cent____ __ Do. 
55 per cent.------- 45 per cent________ Do. 

holsteries. 
Cotton bla!,lkets, plain _____ 53.00 per cent ______ 25 per cent _______ _ 
Velveteen _________________ 62 per cent_ _______ 50 per cent_ ______ _ 
Oilcloth ___________________ 30 per cent. _______ 27.87 per cenL ___ _ 
Inlaid linoleum ____________ 42 per cent_ _______ 35 per cent_ ______ _ 
Silver· plated hollow ware .. 50 per cent. _______ 40 per cent. ______ _ 
Sterling silver tableware ___ 65 per cent_ _______ 60 per cent. __ __ __ _ 
Gold-plated articles ____________ .do _________ ________ _ do ____ ___ _____ _ 
Plain china and porcelain .. 76.76 per cent. _________ do ____________ _ 
Decorated china and por- 81.05 per cent______ 70 per cent _______ _ 

celain. 
Glass tableware, blown____ 60 per cent________ 55 per cent. ______ _ 
Plain household crockery__ 62.25 per cent______ 45 per cent_ ______ _ 
House or cabinet furniture. 47.50 per cent ______ 33Y.s per cent. .. c •. 

Mats of rattan or cocoa 8 cents per square 6 cents per square 
fiber. foot. foot. 

Bamboo and straw baskets_ 50 per cent________ 35 per cent. ______ _ 
Papier-m!lcM and palm ____ _ do __________________ do ____________ _ 

lea[. 

25 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
25 per cent. 
35 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
50 per cent. 

Do. 
Do. 

55 per cent. 

45 per cent. 
35 per cent. 
15 per cent. 
3 cents per 

square foot. 
25 per cent. 

Do. 

Christmas-tree ornaments_ 60 per cent. _______ 55 per cent. _______ 45 per cent 
Manufacturers of india 2 cents eacll. plus 35 per cent________ 25 per cent. 

rubber known as hard 35 per cent. 
rubber. 

Brooms ______ ----. ____ _ .• __ 25 per cent_ ______ _ 
Toothbrushes ....... ______ _ 72.54 per cent.. __ _ 
Sponges (general tariff) ___ _ 
Clothespins (spring) ______ _ 

25 per cent. ______ _ 
20 cents per gross .. 

Starches ____ _____ ______ ···- 60.45 per cent _____ _ 
Matches, in boxes of 100 •.. 12 cents per gross 

of boxes. 

15 per cent_ ______ _ 
45 per cent.-------15 per cent_ _____ _ _ 
15 cents per gross .. 
43.99 per cent _____ _ 
8 cents per gross 

of boxes. 

15 per cent. 
35 per cent. 
10 per cent. 
15 per cent. 
24.96 per cent. 
3 cents per 
gross of boxes. 

A study of the following tables will show that this tariff bill 
will be of very little help to the farmers and no help whatever 

to the growers of corn, wheat, oats, barley, rye, hay, cotton, 
cotton eed, and other staple crops : 
GROUP 1. FARM PRODUCTS WHICH ItECE IVEl KO BE:\EFIT FROM THE RXISTL'<G 

'l'AniFF AND WILL NOT BE HELPED BY I "CREASED DUTIES 

Total farm Approximate 
value of ad valorem 

Commodity produc- Imports Exports equivalents of Increased 
tion, (000 (000 duties benefit to 

1928 (000 omitted) omitted) farmers 
omitted) 1922 1930 

----
Per cen t Per cent 

Corn __ . ___ --------- ___ -- $2,341,462 $628 
Wheat, other than high 

$28,527 14 23 None.l 
protein ________________ 666,554 (2) 193,743 33 33 Do.t 

Oats._.----------------- 597,480 372 10,510 21 22 Do.t . 
Barley .. -------- -------- 204,751 174 48,445 16 16 Do.t 
Rye ______ .--------.--.-- 36,002 2 17,567 13 13 Do.t 

Total grains ______ 3,846,249 1,176 298,792 -------- -------- Do. 

Hay--------------------- 1,1 2, 960 564 303 44 62 Do. 
Cotton, short staple _____ 1, 224, 502 28,620 798,552 Free. Free. Do. Cottonseed ______________ 227,895 15 12,913 24 24 Do.t 
Hogs and pork proaucts. 1, 387,122 3,683 154, 753 5 12 Do.t 
Sheep, lambs, and 

mutton_ .. ------------ 197,406 C9B 298 23 40 Do.t 
Horses and mules _______ 52,204 701 3, 617 21 21 Do. 
Poultry.---------------- 444,208 3, 473 920 25 29 Do.t 
Eggs ..... ___ . ___________ 746,285 5, 533 6,222 35 43 Do.t 
Sweetpotatoes __________ . 72,680 (3) (•) --- ----- ------ -- Do. 
Tobacco, other than 238,550 25,219 153,556 63 63 Do. 

wrapper and filler. 
Apples ___ .. _________ . __ . 200,582 212 26,663 14 14 Do. Peaches ___ ____________ __ 63,649 15 730 11 11 Do. 
Pears ___ -------------- __ 24,167 (3) 4,143 11 11 None. Oranges._. ________ . _____ 142,285 ll1 13,912 16 16 Do. 
Grapefruit._.----------- 18,901 199 2,904 32 48 Do. 

Total, other than grain ____________ 6, 223,396 69,048 1, 179, 48{j -------- -------
Total, Group L . . . 10,069,645 70,224 1,47 , 278 -- ------ --------

GROUP 2. FARM PRODUCTS 0~ WHICH INCREASED BE:\'EFITS FROM SMOOT
HAWLEY TARIFF BILL ARE DOCBTFUL OR EGLIGIBLE 

Buckwheat._ •. --------- $11,794 I $60 $169 (j 14 Negligible.t 
Rice._ .. ----------- ----- 37,319 1,214 13,235 39 49 Do. 
Cotton, long staple ______ '76,000 14, 178 123,296 Free. 24 Doubtful.t brn gardens~---------- 4 303,000 (S) (3) -- --·---- -------- Negligible. eese, Amencan _______ '83, 812 17,118 798 25 40 Do .I 
Truck crops (summer) __ f 275,000 (3) (!) -------- -- ------ Do. 
Wheat, high protein _____ 234,200 (?) (2) 33 33 None. 

---
Total, Group 2 ____ 1, 021, 125 1 32, 570 137,498 -------- --------

GROUP 3. FARM PRODUCTS 0~ WHICH THE TARIFF IS PARTIALLY EFFECTIVE 
A:?\D WHICH WILL RECEIVE SOME INCREASED BENEFIT FROM SMOOT
HAWLEY TARIFF BILL 

Peanuts ____ ------------- $39,213 $2, 613 $523 "I 121 5 . 7, 600, oOO 
Grnpes .. __ -------------- 49,601 318 2, !i05 11 11 None. 
Potatoes, white._------- 293,679 3, 231 2,253 35 53 0 9, 260, co:> Beans, dry ______________ 73,815 5,640 l,In 38 66 ; . oo~. ooo 
Cattle and beef products 1, 137, 176 27,531 5, 66 20 36 ~ 90,001,000 
Milk and cream_ ________ 91,032,639 7, 771 15,836 13 35 (10) 
Butter_---- -- ---------- - t 228, 139 1,562 1,861 33 39 JO None. 
Cheese, Swiss ___________ 17250 5,649 (I) 38 40 l 155,000 
Greenhouse products ____ 76:839 (3) (~) -------- -------· Very runalL 
Onions .. ___ ------------- 22, 574 2,663 822 47 118 117,000,000 

Total, Group L .. 2, 960, 925 I 56, 978 1 30,843 ==i== 122,005,000 

1 Findings o1 group of economists at University of Wisconsin, beaded by Prof. 
John R. Commons, as reported to Rawleigh Tariff Bureau in study of agricultural 
tariffs. 

t Imports of wheat, for domestic grinding $208,000; for export, $22,938,000. Not 
segregated by varieties, but most imports are high protein. 

a Import and export data not segregated. 
l Estimated. 
1 Estimate based upon findings of University of Wisconsin economists that peanut 

duty is about 50 per cent effective. 
a Estimate. based upon study of relation of production to price of potatoes, Depart

ment of .Agrwulture Yearbook, 1930 (p. 5S9), indicating that exclusion of all imports 
will not increase price above level more than 2 cents per bushel. 
. ; ~sqmate based u~on study !Jf relation between prices of beans and production, 
md1catmg that excluswn of net unports of about 2,000,000 bushels will increase price 
approrimately 50 cents a bushel 

• Increased benefit computed on finding of University of Wisconsin group tb:1t 
higher duties on cattle and beef will increase price to farmers not more than 1 cent 
per pound. This is confirmed by analysis of :;tndy of relation of beer prices and 
produ~tion of J?epartment of .A~iculture _Yearbook, 1930 (p. 590), indicating that 
exclusiOn of all 1m ports would rruse beef pnces on the farm not more than two-thirds 
of 1 cent per pound. 

'Figures for value of milk, cream, and butter produced on farms are for 1924. 
to Unive;-sity of Wisconsin group found that increased duty on milk and cream 

will affect prices only in New York and New England, but held that it was impossi
ble to estimate amount of increased benefit to farmers. They found defini tely that 
the present tariff on butter is only partially effective, that its be.nefits are decressiug 
r~~. of increasing domestic production, and that a highi!r tariiT will not help 

. u. Es~imate basad upon study_ of relatio!J ~f domestir. prices to supply of onions, 
bu~h~~g that exclusiOn o! net rmports will mcrease pnce approximately 30 eeuts a 
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GROGP 4. FAR~! PRODuCTS ON WHICH TARIFF IS FULLY mFFECTrYE AXD 

'\\"RICH ARE EXPECTED TO RECEI>'E FULL BENEFIT OF INCREASED DUTIES 

Total farm I 
Approximate 
ad valorem value of Imports Exports equivalents of Increased 

Commodity pro due- (000 (000 duties benefit to tion, omitted) omitted) farmers 
1928 (000 
ommed) 1922 1930 

---
Per cent Per cent 

Flaxseed._-------------- $37,316 $31,245 $8 23 37 1 $5, 163,000 
Sugar beets _____________ . 50, 960 159,~} 8,548 73 82 16,200,000 Sugarcane _________ ------ 24, 669 
Lemons.---------------- 22,720 2,190 1,430 64 80 u 3, 620,000 
WooL ____ --------------- 109,209 39,432 180 43 47 14,000,000 
Tobacco: Wrapper ____________ 9,262 13,050 574 97 105 750,000 

Filler and binder. ___ ?:1, 137 111,843 ---------- 40 40 None. 
Olive oiL _______________ 250 15,348 None. 39 45 15,000 
Soybean oiL ____ ________ 840 777 756 41 57 136,000 
Winter vegetables (esti-

U6,000,000 mated) ____________ ---- 25,000 1, 971 (3) --------
Cherries, sulphured and 

~ 67 1, 15o;ooo in brine _______________ 2, 500 1, 561 None. 21 
Dates ____ ------------- __ 63 2,312 (3) 20 20 None. 
Dried figs _______________ 418 2,305 None. 27 66 345,000 
Fre3b pineapples ________ 15 1,847 146 12 21 ~. 3,000 
Mushrooms _____________ 115,000 1,970 None. 45 66 u 3, 000,000 
Almonds _______ --------- 4, 760 6, 4l7 (3) .. 39 46 330,000 
Walnuts.------------- __ 11, 160 6, 321 (I) 44 55 1, 225,000 
Tomatoes (for table use). ?:1,480 3,837 (1) 16 94 11 10,000,000 

Total, Group 4. ___ 368,759 309,688 11,642 --------1-------- 41,937,000 

1 Findings of group of economists at University o! Wisconsin, headed by Prof. 
John R. Commons, as reported to Rawleigh Tariff Bureau in study of agricultural 
tariffs. 

a Import and export data not segregated. 
• Estimated. 
u Benefit calculated on assumption tariff on lemons is fully effective. It is almost 

certainly excessive. 
n Estimate based on assumption that exclusion of winter vegetables will increase 

prke about 25 per cent. · 
u Rough estimate based on best available data. Practically all benefit will go to 

small number of producers in eastern Pennsylvania. 
~~ Benefits will be limited to producers of winter tomatoes, the exact value of which 

are not reported. The estimate shown is based on the best available information. 

The above schedule shows that the only farmers that will be 
benefited to amount to anything by this bill are the cattle 
raisers and they are protesting against the passage of this bill 
as has been shown by statements printed in the RECORD, made by 
the officers of the American National Live Stock Association 
and others, as the increased rates on other commodities will 
more than counteract the increase granted them. 

The tables plainly show that this tariff bill, when it becomes a 
law, will be against the interest of our average farmers and 
that it will not only increase the living costs of the farmers 
themsel"res but every householder in America. 

The promises made to the farmers are still unfulfilled. The 
bill we are asked to vote for, in my opinion, is one of the most 
selfish, unfair, and indefensible tariff bills . that has ever been 
considered by any American Congress and its passage means 
further depression in business, increased unemployment, and is 
againRt the interest of the farmer that it was supposed to help. 

THil FLEXIBLII CLAUSE 

The flexible clause in the present tariff law and in this bill 
which gives the President the right to raise or lower the ta1iff 
rates as it suits his whim or interest to do so is a dangerous one. 
Authorizing the President \vith the powe~· to declare prosperity 
for his friends or those who have furnished his party with large 
campaign contributions was never intended by the founders of 
this Gove~·nment. The power to tax and regulate tariff was dele
gated to their Representatives in the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate, selected as they are from every section of 
the Nation by the people themselves. 

As bas been said by some one : 
This bold effort or the Republicans to give the President the power of 

life and death over every community in America is but a part of the 
vast scheme to take power from the hands of the people and their 
representatives, and concentrate it in the hands of one man selected by 
a political party. 

I do not believe the people of this country will stand for plac
ing tllis power in the hands of any President. A power that 
enables him to injure one section of the country for the ad
vantage of another section, or the power to destroy one kind of 
bu8iness for the advantage of another should never be granted 
to any one man. The power to tax belongs to the people ·them
selves and they should never be robbed of this sacred privilege. 
Personally, I feel that they will repudiate this act when they 
under...;tand what it really means. 

Mr. Speaker and Jadie8 and gentlemen of the House, in a 
short time we are going to be called upon to vote on the tariff 

bilL Are we going to vote against the interest of · our farmers, 
laboring men, and business men who are protesting against the 
passage of this bill; are we going to vote to continue the fin:mcial 
depression or Republican panic that is11pon us at the present time 
by causing foreign countries to retaliate against importing 
American-made goods, if this bill is pas ed? I for one am not. 
A vote for this bill is against the interests of our farmers, for 
it will take $10 out of their pockets for every one it puts in. It 
is against the interest of our laboring men, for it will increase 
the cost of living and, in my opinion, will not give any addi
tional employment to American labor. It is against our mer
chant marine, for it is bountl to cut off our foreign trade and 
creat.e a feeling of hatred and prejudice against us among the 
people of foreign nations. And it continues the flexible clause, 
which gives tlle President the right to raise or lower the tariff 
rates, which was never intended by the founders of this Gov
ernment, and, in my opinion, is against the interest of the 
people in this country. 

A vote for this bill, with our farmers, laboring men, and busi
ness men protesting against it, can not be justified; therefore I 
feel the so-called Grundy monstrosity, as it has been properly 
named, should ne\er pass. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from New .York [Mr. CROWTHER]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLIE&] is quite 
willing to entirely set aside the Republican achievements over 
a period of nearly nine years and call our attention to the 
temporary slump we have been in during the last five or six 
months: I suppose the gentleman has been doing some crystal 
gazing, as he did before when he made a speech in 1922·, and he 
and the rest of the Democrats have painted a word picture of 
gloom nnd sadness as they did when they extended their re
marks in the RECORD at that time. None of their doleful pre
dictions, however, came b·ue. 

Mr. Speaker, demagoguery and untruth, scandalous untruth, 
llave been rampant ever since this bill passed the House of Rep
resentatives. [Applause.] Ever since that date editors, news
paper inen, columnists, magazine writers, Democrats, and inter
nationalists have all tumbled over themselves in their anxiety 
to see how much tirade and abuse they could heap upon this 
bill. It is estimated that some 10,000,000 words have been used 
in the Chamber at the other end of the Capitol and in this House 
in· abuse of the tariff bill. Here in Washington the Washington 
Post has been the exception and has defended the tariff bill 
consistently and persistently. · 

The Democrats, of course, ran absolutely true to form, and 
after their earnest and ardent protestations in behalf of pro
tective tariff as outlined in their platform in 1928, when it came 
to action they were found short in the market. They are_· 
short on action but they are very long on promises. They 
promised the people of this country that business had nothing 
to fear if they were elected, for they had embraced the protec
tive tariff faith. The necromancer, the prestidigitator, Mr. 
Raskoq, by one touch of the telegraph key, claimed that he had 
transformed the Democratic congressional candidates into a 
group of protectionists and tried to sell them to the-public with 
Al Smith as Exhibit A. But, of course, the folks at home did 
not quite get Mr. Raskob's point, and their common sense and 
good judgment resulted in the election of Mr. Hoover and a 
Republican Congress. [Applause.] 

It will take more than one Raskob to make a protectionist 
party out of the Democrats. [Applause and laughter.] Just 
as soon as it came time for action on . the tariff bill the Demo
crats on this side of the House, with the exception of a very 
few sterling Democrats who have faith in the policy of protec
tion, some of the gentlemen from ,Louisiana, and my friend 
HUDSPETH, from Texas, whom I honor in the position he has 
taken [applause], when it came time for action the Democrats 
ran and bellowed like a herd of Texas longhorns in a thunder
storm when Mr. Raskob and Mr. Shouse cracked the whip and 
told them where to head in. 

Mr: COLLIER. Do not forget Florida. 
:Mr. CROWTHER. Somebody says, "Do not leave out 

Florida." 
Of course, chivalry would dictate that I speak of Florida, 

because it has a lady Representative and three others who voted 
for this bill. To. my loyal friend. tbe gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. CoNNERY] anu all other Democrats who were for 
the bill I give credit for having the courage of their convictions. 
[Applause.] · 

The revision in this bill is concerned with only some 30 per 
cent of its items so that it qualifies as a limited revision of the 
tariff. If increased rates will help agriculture, then , this bill 
provides them. 
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My friend the gentleman from Georgia found a great deal of 1 public welfare are in no position now, and never will be, to 

fault in one of his speeches on the tariff bill, my good friend control the protective-tariff policy of the Republican Party. 
Judge CRISP, and yet I do not suppose there is a State in the [Applause.] Let them stick to the automobile business, and 
Union that has had more benefit from the protective tariff along with a good tariff bill our folks will be able to buy them. 
agricultural lines than the gentleman's State of Georgia. I [Applause.] 
think his State has also benefited by action of the Tariff Com- Gentlemen, it is with a feeling of chagrin and regret ruther 
Inission, who sent a report to the President which resulted in a than bitterness that I realize that many who enroll under the 
raise of· the duty in peanuts, which are an important product Republican banner have not in the past and will not now vote 
in the gentleman's State. for this bill. However, I have no further quarrel with them. 

1\fr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? I leave to them the task of squaring this action with their own 
1\fr. CRO,VTHER. For a short question. . consciences and explaining it to their constituents. [Applause.] 
1\Ir. CRISP. Before the duty was raised, peanuts were selling After all, I want to say to the Members of the House it is a 

for $90 a ton, while this year they are selling from $50 to $60 a ton. bler:sing that the folks at home, that we ar e so much concerned 
Mr. CROWTHER. Why blame that condition on the tariff? about, have a heap more sense than some Senators and Con

The tariff is not written to control the markets. We do not con- gressmen give them credit for. [Applause.] 
tend that it controls or raises prices. There is a law of supply Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
and demand that is inexorable in the determination of prices l\fr. CROWTHER. I will be glad to yield. 
in the markets of the world. Some gentleman over here wants Mr. HUDSPETH. Of course, we are all patriots, as I have 
to know what they would have sold for without a tariff in com· realized in the 12 years I have been on this floor, but when the 
petition with Chinese peanuts? paramo_unt interests of our districts intervene we usually vote 

This bill provides protection for many of our basic industries, for the majority benefit in those districts. The gentleman has 
which are suffering because of European competition in articles. made a study of this bill and I have not, so I want to ask 
manufactured at practically starvation wages, where the people, him if there is not more protection on agricultural product. , on 
in comparison with our American workers, do not live but just livestock, and on bides in this bill than under the present law? 
exist. Mr. CROWTHER. Certainly. 

We have had a great deal of trouble with the textile industry Mr. HUDSPETH. I am willing to give the gentleman a duty 
in this country and there are reasons for it other than tariff on his shoes, because hides are rotting in Texas to-day because. 
reasons. You remember that a few years ago the fair women they can not be sold. Are they not higher, I will ask the gen
of our country, our wives, sisters, and sweetheart, decided to cut tleman, than they are under the present law? 
13% inches off up here and 13% inches off down here. That Mr. CROWTHER. Absolutely. The gentleman ie correct. 
meant 27 inches, three-fourths of a yard wide. A skirt in which They have been on the free list, but now carry 10 per cent ad 
you can get on a trolley car without giving an exhibition ought valorem. [Applause.] And I fought for that .duty on hides 
to be 2 yards and a half around, presuming we have 50,000,000 and for the compensatory duty on leather and shoes with all 
women in the Nation, that meant 125,000,000 yards of textile the force I had at my command. My only regret is that it is 
that wel'e no longer needed. not higher. 

If you multiply that by four for suitings, cloakings, and Mr. HUDSPETH. And the duty on wool, the duty on meats, 
various other textiles, those four different fabrics total 500,- the duty on every product of livestock is higher under this bill, 
000,000 yru.-ds of textil~s that were no longer needed. However, and at Houston we declared for a competitive tariff. 
the styles have changed now and they are getting longer. You Mr. CROWTHER. The gentleman from Texas is always 
do not notice it much but they are presumed to ·be getting right. [Applause.] 
longer. [Laughter.] The price, however, is no shorter than Now, we bear talk about reprisals. Let us take Canada as 
it was when they were shorter. · an instance. Canada is finding a great deal of fault. - Canada 

Mr. Speaker, the tanning industry and the pottery industry found fault with our duty on leather. Canada holds a 17% 
have been particularly hard hit during the last few yea1."s. per cent ad valorem against us and against the world on sole 
In 1929 more than 60,000,000 square feet of calf and kip leather and bas bad a free market in the United States for 
leather was imported into the United States and not 1 cent of her leather ever since 1922, when leather was put on the free 
duty was paid at the customhouse. Many tanners have been list. She carries 30 per cent on shoes against the world. We 
compelled to close their shops and discharge their employees. only contemplate carrying l21h per cerit on leather and 20 per 

The pottery industry is in competition with nearly every cent on shoes. What right has Canada to complain and to sug
civilized country in the world. They all have a share in our gest reprhmls? [Applause.] 
American market. Imports are growing by leaps and bounds In 1897, in the Dingley bill, we carried 15 per cent on hides, 
and as a result a vast number of our potteries are either we carried 25 per cent on shoes, and in 1909, we carried 15 per 
closed or are running part time. cent on shoes. Does any man remember when shoes were 

This bill gives relief to both these industries, and we hope cheaper than during the period from 1897 to 1913? [Applause.] 
to see beneficial results in a short time. From 1913 up to this good hour, 17 years, shoes have been ad-

Now, Mr. Speaker, in addition to the columnists, the news- mitted free and the price has mounted day by day and year 
paper reporters, magazine writers, and others who commented after year. How do you account for that? · [Applause.] 
critically on the bill we bad two tariff bureaus, the H. E. There is a 22% per cent duty on brick in Canada and we pro
Miles free-trade league, called the Fair Tariff League, but pose a duty of $1.25 a thou and. At $15 a thousand this would 
if properly named it would be the Free Trade League, . and be 8% per cent ad valorem. They carry 22% per cent on pav
they supplied the body at the other end of the Capitol with ing and building brick against us and against the world. They 
a great flood of figures as to what the cost of this bill would complain about lumber. They carry a 25 per cent ad valorem on 
be to the consumer; then in addition to that we had the all finished lumber, p~neled, tongued, or grooved. They carry 
Raw leigh Tariff Bureau, which supplied considerable misin- · 25 per cent ad valorem on all lumber that is in any way proc
formation to the Members and carried the pictures of some of essed or perfected by labor. 
our good Republican Members on their front pages, Members They are finding fault with our agricultural rates. That is 
who were dissatisfied with the bill. I am not going to men- tbe trouble . with them. These rates were made for tbe benefit 
tion any names but I see one of tlte gentlemen in the room of the farmers of the United States. We are not writing a 
and be is smiling at me as I mention this. tarjff bill for Canada, we are writing it for the United States 

The H. E. Miles free ti·ade league and the Rawleigh Tariff of America. [Applause.] We do not interfere with other na
Bureau, together with the People's Legislative Service, can now lions when they amend their tariff acts. 
o~cupy their time-. in practicing addition for a little while, in May I once more call your attention to the splendid service 
imitation of one "Andy," who repeats $6,000,000, $8,000,000, of tbe chairman of this committee, the gentleman from Oregon 
und $10,000,000. Those figures do not mean much to Andy, and [Mr. HAWLEY]. [Applause.] He bas been a tower of strength 
the figures which these pseudo-tariff experts have been giving as in the preparation of this bill, always courteous, always con
regards the cost of this tariff bill to the general public are just siderate, always kind and zealous in his efforts to grant each 
about as senseless and as ridiculous and without foundation in Member exact justice. The House membership is indebted· to 
fact as are the monotonous mutterings of tbe president of the him for bis patience, his courage, bis fidelity, and his untiring 
Fresh Air Taxicab Co. [Laughter and applause.] energy. 

Then we have heralded in the press that great triumvirate Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, once this bill becomes 
that have set their faces against this bill-Raskob (of the Du a law business confidence will be immediately restored. We 
Pants), John J.; Sloan, of General Motors, "the generalis- shall gradually work out of the temporary slump we have been 
simo"; and Mr. Ford, of Ireland and Detroit. [Laughter and in for the last few months, and once more prosperity will reign 
applause:] They all attack the tariff bill and make dire prophe- supreme. Foreign reprisals will vanish into thin air and. we 
cies as to its destruction of industry _ in the United States. I shall continue to raise the standard of American labor and 
rejoice in the fact th!lt these self-annointed guardians of the American wages. We shall dissipate the dark clouds of your 
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gloomy pro}1he~y with the F:unshine of a continuing prosperity. 
[.lpvlause, th<> Member.· ri~iug.] 

·1\lr. H.A WLEJY. Mr. Sveaker, I yif•ld two minutes to thr gen
tlcm:m from Indiana [ l\1r. 'Voon]. 

~lr. WOOD. Ur. RI){)Uker, to be a. goocl politician one mu!-:t 
hn\e a goocl memory and ndopt a reasonably consiste:nt course . 
. John J. llnskob, chairman of the Democ·ratic National Com
mittee, can not qualify by any ~uch f;tanuurcl::;. Jn a telegram 
to Rcnator HomKSON, minority leader, made public to-day 
through tile publicity bureau of the Democratic National Com
mittee, Mr. Ru~koh takeR issue with the flexible pro-visions of 
the !lCIHling tariff bill as they arc now written. lle dev1orc the 
fact that 1be flexible tariff provisiom~ as pro-vided by the 
Simruom;-.1. ,.orris amendment were not retained. He holds that 
their elimination has so greatly weakened the bill that all true 
Democrats l'ti10uld vote ugaim~t it. He hinges his wlwle appeal 
to the Democratic Members of the Senate for a defeat of the 
btl! upon the fact that the Simmons-Norris amendment has been 
eliminated. 

The fundamental difference between the flexil)le provisions 
as now phrased in the pending bill and those of the Simmons
Norris amendment i · that under the Simmons-Nonis amend
ment the Congress, instE>Jtd of the Presic'lent, would have the 
power to revi e tariff rates upon the ba ·is of :findings by the 
Tariff Commis;sion. The outstanding and practically sole a rgu
mcnt ad-vanced by the coalition in support of the Simmons
Norri~ provii"O was that Congress, under the Constitution, is the 
only hody empowered with the duty of writing revenue mea -
nres. Great outcry wa made by the Democratic Members 
agn.inst what they claimeu was a proposal to take from the 

ongress tl1e taxing power. The sole virtue attributed to the 
Simmons-Norris amendment by tile Democratic supporters of 
that amendment was the claim that it left the taxing power of 
the Gm·ernment where the C<>nstitution providecl, namely, in 
tl1e Congre~s. It is the Simmons-Norri amendment that Mr. 
Raslcob now eulogizes and call upon the members of the party 
to \ote against the tariff bill, inasmuch as that amendment has 
hE> n eliminated. 

Mr. Ra kob has experienced a complete change of heart, or is 
unfortnnntely posses~ed of a short memory, when he takeA such 
a position. He was not always in favor of leaving the taxing 
power in the hands of Congress. He has not always held such 
a high rE>gard of the ability of the representative branch of the 
GoYernment to fix tariff rates that were just and equitable. 
In the clo ·in"' uay of the 1928 campaign, we are told by a news 
l"tory in the New York Times of October 31, 1928, thn.t two 
delegations of bu~ines men ca1Ied upon Mr. Raskob at his 
headquarters in New York City "by in-vitation." l\1r. Raskob 
in-vited those delegations, according to the news ~tories of 
Octoher 31, 1928, for the purpose of telling them that both he 
ancl the Democratic caiHlidate for President, Governor Smitl1, 
were in favor of taking tariff revision completf'ly from the con
trol of Congress, excevt upon a two-thirds vote in both the 
Senate and tbe House, and placing such turHf revi ion wholly 
jn the hantls of a Tariff Commission. This Tariff Commis :on, 
according to the New York Times in its quotation of l\fr. 
Ral-ikob, "shoulu be protected by the li'ederal Constitution 
again ·t any encroachment upon its powers or by ripper legis
lat:on by Congress for its abolition or for curtailment of its func
tions." Mr. Ruskob further stated, according to the New York 
Times, that, if this could uot be done nnuer the present Con
~titution, he was in fayor of a con 'titutionnl amentlment which 
wouW create su<..:h u Tariff Commission free from control of the 
C011gre ·s nnd with term of office upon the ame basis as the 
term of office of the United States Supreme Court. 11r. Ruskob 
further stated that he would have such a constitutional amencl
ment provide that Congress could not initiate any tariff ctlange~ 
f'X<:ept upon a two-thlrds vote of both the Senate and the Hou e. 

In other words, in 1928 for the purposes of reassuring, in the 
closing hours of the campaign, busines men that they need not 
be .afraid of the turi.tr policies of the Democratic Party, l\1r. 
Haskob goe on record as be:ng in favor of taking away from 
the Congrel"s the r!ght to initiate ancl write re,·enue measures, 
except upon a two-thiru;:; -vote, and would vest the taxing power 
of the Government in a permanent bureau compo eel of mem
bers appointed for life, wlwlly unret)ponsive to 110pular will 
and wholly without aml beyoncl control of the legi. lath·e branch 
of our Government. 

To-clay :Mr. H.ar-:kob is on record as finding fault with the 
pendlng tarill bill becau:'le it does not retain the Simmons-Norris 
amendment keeping all control of even the slighte:st change. in 
tariff rates wholly within the province of tlle legiJ lative branch 
of the Government. 

The plain truth al>out tbe matter is that Mr. Haskoh know::l 
nothing at all about the tariff, and a great deal less about the 
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legislati-ve functions of the Amerkan Government. He took his 
po~ition in 1928 neither ns a statesman nor an economi~t. He 
took his position in JD28 <1.J3 a tyro politician, hoping during the 
lu~;;t few days of the campaign to ~top the drift of l.m~ine:-;s inter
ests to tile llclmblicnu Ucket and in his frantic endea-vor to do 
so, he went on record in favor of an utterly impossible and 
preposterous proposition, und not only went on rt•cord in so far 
a:;; he wus concerned hut, according to the i'tory in the New York 
Tirut's, be a.·surcd the business delegations that if Governor 
Smitl1 were elE>ctetl Pre-sident he would usc his influence as 
President to bring abont ju t such a monstro~ity as l\Ir. Raskob 
outlined. It wa..-; the lnst throw of desperate Democratic poli
ticinns to save a forlorn cause. To-(lay, l\lr. H.aF:l:::ob, in a last 
throw to defeat a tariff measure, completely re,·erses his posi
tion of Oetoher, 1028, and denounces the bill becau~e it does not 
clo exactly what he in 1928 said that under no conditions should 
be clone. [.Applause.] 

Mr. HA \VLEY. Mr. Spealwr, I yield the balance of the time 
on this side to the gentleman from New J ersey [l\fr. llACHA
RAcrr]. 

1\Ir. BACHAH.ACH. l\1r. Speaker and Member;~ of the House, 
it is perhaps useless for u to have any further di:cus~ion in 
reference to tariff to-dny. E-veryone, I am snUsflecl, has his ovrn 
convictions, but as the "bahy" conferee, I felt it my duty to 
say a few words about the conferee. , both on the Uepublican 
side and the Democratic ide. 

We have been together 17 months, part of the time in com
mittee, part of the time in meetings in executive sest•don, and 
part of the time here on the floor. In these 17 months there 
bas never been real1y n -very substantial difference except in our 
personal, conscientious viE>ws. 

The gentleman from Oregon [1\Ir. HAWLEY] deserves e-very
thing that has been said about him by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CROWTHER], nnd also my colleague from 1\Iassacbu
setts [Mr. TREADWAY]. The gentleman from 1\Iassachu ·etts [Mr. 
TREADWAY] has been a very able a. sistant to the gentleman from 
Oregon. 

I want to make this statement for the benefit of the Hou. e. 
There have been many Ulings said about the Repu!Jlican con
ferees, but we ha-ve voted without exception a a unit on evE'I'Y 
item while it was in conference, and with ref;l)cct to the Demo
eratic members of the conference, 1\fr. GARNER and Mr. CoLLIEil, 
while these two gentlemen had views differing entirely from 
our views with req>ect to a Republican tariff policy, yet there 
bas never been a time when anyone's voice bas been raised in 
the eonference. We have settled e'\'erytbing nicely and kindly, 
and this was only by reason of the fact tbut the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. GARNER] and the gentleman from 1\li::::sis~ippi 
[l\fr. CoLLIER] always ga-ve in with very good grace. 
It is a privilege for me to :;:ay now that I do not belieye any 

five men could have gotten along bettf'r during these 17 months 
than we have gotten along in this conference. [.Applause.] 

The SPE.AKEll. Before pnttiug the question the Chair de~ir~ 
to make a -very brief ~tn.teruent. \Ve are about to vote on a bill 
which has oceupiP.cl the attention of the Congress for more than 
a year anu a half. With the tariff bill behind us it seemc; e-vi
dent that Congress will be able to adjourn in a Yery few days. 
[.Applause.] 

For that reason the question of the suspension of the rules o:! 
the House, in order the last ix days of the sesRion, hccome.s 
peculiarly important. The Chair desires to say that for the 
protection of the House aud iucidentally his own he has decided 
that from now on to the end of the ession he will in no case 
1·ecognize an a11plicalion for jo;Ul"p<•nsion of the rule::; unleRs it 
is made in writing, giving good and sufficient reusous why thf 
rules sho·uld be suspended, accompanied by the bill, and repori 
of the committee thereon. 

The question is on com:urring in the conference reports. 
Mr. GARN'ER and 1\Ir. COLLIER demanded the yens and 

nays. 
The yen aud nays were ordered. 
The question wa.· taken ; and U1ere were--yeas 222, nays 153, 

nm;wered ''present " 1, not -voting 52, as follows : 

Ackermnn 
Adl•in. 
Allen 
Anurcw 
,.\rentz 
At->WC'll 
llucharn.ch 
Buchmann 
Bacon 
Haird 
Rurbour 
Beedy 

[Roll No. 6!l] 
YEAS-222 

Beers 
P.lnckl.Jurn 
Bolton 
B0wman 
Brand, Ohio 
Bri~bam 
J~ritten 
Brumm 
lluckl.Jee 
Burclick 
Butler 
Campllell, l'u. 

Carter, Calif. 
Cnrter. Wyo. 
Chalmers 
Chaf'!e 
('hindlllom 
Clancy 
Clark. ~ld. 
Clarke. N.Y. 
Cochran, l'n. 
Cole 
Colton 
Connt!ry 

Connolly 
Cooke 
Cooper, Ohio 
Coyle 
Crail 
Crowther 
('ull•in 
Durrow 
Davenport 
DNnpsey 
neni~on 
De Priest 



10790 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE JUNB 14 
Dt'Rouen 
DickiiH!OD 
Doutrich 
Dowell 
Drane 
Dunbar 
Dyt'r 
F.aton. Colo. 
Eaton, N.J. 
El1iott 
ElliN . 
Flnglt-brl!!bt 
l•:str.p 
11:\rans, Cullf. 
Fenu 
l!"'L<:h 
Fitz~C'r:tld 
l<'ort 
l<'m.:!'l 
Frt'P 
Ii'reeJOan 
It r eucll 
Garl>l'r. Okla. 
HariJer, Yu. 
mfford 
Golrter 
Graham 
Ureen 
Guy~r 
HndlPy 
Hal<' 
Hall. Ill. 
Ilall, Ind. 
Hall. N. llnk. 
Ilancock 
Hardy 
HauJ!en 
Hawley 
He!-ls 
Hickev 
Hill, W:ISh. 
Hoch 
Hogg 
Uolauuy 

Ab('rll tby 
Allgood 
Almon 
Andr l'<'n 
AI'Dolrt 
A11f c1Cl' Ht.>lde 
.'\:Vt'Po 
BPI] 
Black 
niunton 
II loom 
Box 
Boylan 
H1·an<1. Ga. 
It riggs 
Brow11e 
Brown in~ 
Rrunnrt· 
Bu·lly 
f'umpiJ 11, Iowa 
<.:au1it>lu 
C:lrl"Y 
f'.nrtwright 
<.:cllt>r 
CbriNtopher~on 
<.'lug-uE' 
CIRrk, .·.C. 
Coebr:m.l\fo. 
Collkr 
l'ollin :> 
Coop •r, TPnn. 
Coopl' r, "'is. 
Co ruing 
Cox 
( 'rlHlllOCk 
Cril'p 
CroHs 
Cro.•sl'r 
Cullt •n 

Tlooper 
Hope 
Hoph.'ins 
llonston, DL'l. 
Hudsou 
Hucl::>petb 
Dull, ~lorton D. 
Hull. William B. 
Irwtn 
Jenkins 
.Tohnsou, Inll. 
. Johnson. Nebr. 
Johnson. \VaRll. 
Jona::;, N. <..:. 
Kahn 
Kearns 
Kell.v 
KPmp 
K£>ndall, Ky. 
Kiefuer 
Kif'SR 
.Kinzer 
Knutson 
Kopp 
Korell 
Langley 
Lankford. Yn. 
Lea 
l.eaYltt 
LE-ech 
I.ehlhach 
Letts 
Luce 
McClintock, Ohio 
~lcCormick, 111. 
Mcl!'aduen 

~~t~~Jhlill 
Mn~rady 
Manlove 
:\Iapes 
Martin 
MengeR 
ME-rritt 

Michaelson 
Michl>ner 
Miller 
::.\Iontet 
Moorf', Ohio. 
Morg-an 
ilfou::;cr 
.Murphy 

~~~~~\~le. 
Xiedriughau.<; 
O'Connor, Lu. 
O'Connor, Okla. 
l'nlmer 
Parker 
P~'rklnfl 
l'ittcnget· 
Pritcb:tru 
Purnell 
Ramey. :U'rnnk :\f. 
Hamscvf'.r 
lt ll nslc·:r 
l:C'CCf' 
}{t•id, ill. 
Hobinson 
Hogt-rs 
nowbottom 
Sanrlerd. N. Y. 
Schu!er, Wi~. 
f-;('81'!:1 
Se~pr 
8<·jberlin~ 
Shaffer. Vn. 
Short, l\Io. 
Hhott. w. \n. 
Hhreve 
SilumonN 
~I roms 
8Ioan 
~mith. Idaho 
,'nPll 
~now 
Rparkfl 
Hpeaks 

Spearing 
~proul. Ill. 
Stafford 
Stalk~>r 
Stobbs 
Stron~. Kans. 
Strong, l'u. 
Sullivan, Pn . 
Summers, Wash, 
Swam;on 
Sw-icl;: 
Rwing 
TalJer 
Taylot·, Colo. 
Taylo1·. 'rcnn, 
Templ<' 
'l'llatcht•r 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Til<:on 
'l'imbC'rlnko 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Turvin 
Ve:;;tnl 
Vincent, M ieh. 
Wainwrl$o!ht 
Wason 
Watru. 
Watson 
Welsh, l'u. 
Whitley 
Wig-gh~:sworth 
\\"illia m~on 
WilROU 
Wolfenll<'n 
Wolvt>rton, N.J. 
Wolverton,,.,._ Y11. 
V\'uou 
Woout·nll' 
'Vurzhach 
Yates 

::\AYS-153 
Diek:stein 
Dominick 
Dou~hton 
Doug·las, ~\rlz. 
Doxey 
llrcwry 
Drivet· 
Edwards 
Eslicl\ 
Evan:, Mont. 
I<'isbpr 
I•'i tzpat rick 
Frear 
Fnllt't' 
Fulmer 
Gambrill 
Onrncr 
<:anett 
Ga que 
Guvaga11 
Glover 
Goldsborough 
Goodwin 
Uranfield 
Grcc·nwood 
Grl'gory 
01·illin 
Hall, ~lis . 
Hal:;;ey 
Hammel' 
Har<' 
Has lings 
Hill. Ala. 
Howard 
Hulldlel"ton 
Hull, ~Wis. 
!goP. 
• Tt•ffers 
John on. Okla. 

A.· 'WEltED 

.Johnson. R l1ak. Parks 

.Tohn.,;on, Tex. l'otruau 
Jone:;. 'l'ex. rattl'r on 
Kading Pou 
Kennedy Prall 
KP.rr Pratt{ llutll 
KincheloP Qnny P. 
Kvale Qniu 
LaGoardla Uagon 
l;arupcrt Rainey, lil'nry T. 
Lanham Ramspcck 
Lankford. (:a. Rankin 
Lar·sen Rnylmrn 
Lindsay Rutlwrfurd 
Liutllicum ~ulJath 
Loziet· Raodc•r:o:, Tex. 
Ludlow Snnulln 
McClintic, Okla. ~cbneidcr 

IcC'ormack, ~rn s. Rclvlg 
~lcDuffiP Hiwvicb 
:'\Icl\:eown i'mith, W. Ya. 
~rc:\fillall Romrrs. N.Y. 
.McSwain ~tPn~:tall 
Man. field f.\tonl! 
.:.\lead ~ulli\•an, • -. Y. 
Milligan ~unml'r~. T1•x. 
Monta.a;uc Tnrvf'r 
Mooney Tucker 
Moor(', K:v. Unrll'rWO•ul 
Moore, Y~t. Vinson, Ga. 
J\lot·ehcad Warr n 
• 'elson, l\Io. WE'IC'h, Cali.L 
~orton WhitC'hcarl 
O'('onurll Wltittington 
O'Connor, N.Y. Woodrnm 
Oldfield Wrighl 
Oliver. Ala. 
Oliv<'r.l'\. Y . 
J'almisann 

" l'RESE:'\T ''-1 
DouglasM, :lln!'S. 

NOT YOTING-5:.! 
Ahlrich Dallinger Ketchum Rom,jue 
ll:.tnl~:lit'ntl Davis Kuuz f:oiinclail' 
RP<:k Do~·le Kurtz Hproul, Kans. 
Blaud B:tcrl.r Lumbet·h.:on 8lellml'ln 
llolm FinlPy :.\f<:Ueynolds t;teven. on 
Buchanan Gibson Mans Underhill 
llurtuc:< Hartley 1. ' phon, "'·i~. Walker 
B)· t·n:-; HoiTmuu Nolan Whitt' 
t'ui.Jlt· Hull, Tenn. OwPn Williams 
1._'unnnu Jnmel'l l'eavcy Wingo 
CIHiF;tg-nu Johnson, IlL Porter Wyant 
Cmmton .Toltn~o:tott. Mo. Pratt, Harcourt J. Yon 
Curry Kl•nllall, ra. lleeu, N.Y. Ziblman 

~o tbe <·onfPr~mce re[lot·t:· wer Hgre<'d to. 
ThP followiug llftin; were nnuounced; 
On this Yote: 
Mr. JJallin .e:er (for) vdth Mr. Douglass of ~lu-.; ·nchm:etts (again:ot). 
:\1r. l'l'llllltOU (for) With .!\It•. fiyrut-l {agnim.:t). 
:\fr. White (for) with l\11-. \Yiugo (ag!iill~o~t). 
)[r. Holiman (ftH') witll 1\Ir. Chri~tgau (against). 
~lr. Jo: ;.;tprJ:r (fort \\ith ::'llr. HI:m<l (HI!Hlll:-it). 
~It·. Kf·tcham (for) with Mr. l::'proul of Kam~us (against). 
!ltr. l!f'Cl• (for} with Mr. i-1tedman (n~uind). 
Mr. C11derhill (for) wili.J. Mr. ll:.tvL.; lilgUilll:lt). 

M'r. Aldrich (for) with Mr. Banldtcn<l (agaim;t). 
Mr. lwrcourt J. l'ratt (for) witll 1\lr. J)oylc (against). 
Mr. Johnston of 1\Iissc.nrl (ior) with Mr. l'eavcy (against). 
Mr. Rincla.ir (for) with Mr. Rucbnnau (aguin .,1:). 
Mr. ltC'f'd of New York (for) with .Mr. Nelson ot WJI"consin (llgnins t). 
Mr. Fin!Py (for) with Mr. Steven~on (aguin:::t). 
l\ll'. narllcy (for) with UT. Lamhcrtson (against). 
::ur. Wbson (for) \Vith .M•·. :\Ina:-~ ( H ~ainst). 
Mr. Kurtz Uor 1 with .Mr. Willinms (agnin~t). 
Mr. llohn (for) w:ith Mr. Hnll of T('mH'RHeo (against). 
.\fr. Wyant (for) with .:\1r. Homjuc (ngailh,t) . 
Mr. f'ublc (for) witb Mr. Cannon (n~aillst). 
Mr. Porter (for) with Mr. Kunz (ngaitl l' t). 
J}-Jr~. Owen (for) with Mr. Nolan (ag;Jinl-lt). 
Mr. Kendall of l'eDllb')'lYania (for) with Mr. ~ll'Rcynolds (ngaim;t). 

1\lr. DOUG LA .. .:\' of l'IIussachn!'('tt~. Mr. Hpeaker, I volcd 
"nay·· 011 the roll call. I wiHh to withdraw that vote a I am 
pai rc<l with my coll<'~lgue Irom Mn.::~tlachuf't.•t.t:s, ~Ir. DALLINOF.R. 

If pre~ent, 1\It•. DAI.LIKGER. would vote "yen," and I would vote 
.. nar.·· 

1\lr. CI1AHKE of New Yorlc .Mr. Speni(Cl', I have jnst rc
<'<'iYed a telegram from my eoltea~e, HARcouu'r .T. PRATT, l-lllying 
that if he were prc::;ent he would vote " a. c" on this bill. 

1\lr. F.JNGDFJUH.IGHT'. 1\lr. Spt>nl.-er, my colleague, l\Ir. CUR
BIER. iR absent ou acconut of illnesH. If vreFo;<'ttt, be woultl vote 
"Ul.l'." 

Tllc SPE.AKBH. 
arE> 15:1, aol-'wcrc<l 
agreed to. 

The Chair takes 
plall~f'.] 

On this vote the yea:'l are 222 and the nays 
"pre:-.:<mt" 1; F-O the conf •rt>uce reports are 

great pletumre in ::-iguiug lhe hill. [Ap-

EXTENRfO. OF REU.A.RKS O. TIU1 TAJOI''F BTLL 

J\l1·. HAWL11)Y. 1\Ir. Spenh:er, I al"k unaniruom; consent that 
all Member~ m~y hRve to thP eud of the .-e~. ion to extenu tlteir 
remarks in the Iux:ono on tile turifT bill, which ha~ ju"'t pas~ed. 

Tbe SPEAKER. Is there olljedion? 
~Tr .. JOHNSON of Ol<lnhomn. He!>r•rving the right to ohject, 

an<l I Hhall not ohj.-<·t, permit Hie to sugge~t to the di~tingnil-lhe<l 
chairman of t11e \Vuyl:l au<l Mean: Committee, upon whol'te broatl 
shoul<le-rt~ much wrath of public opinion i: cc>rtain to fall l.Je
cnn:<e of the pa~ ngo a few momcntH ngo of the wor~t tariff bill 
ever written. that he and nll of hi~ U 'tmblicnn coll •agn :s whu 
suppol'tcd tbi::; infamous moa~u.rc will 11e~·d con"'ide1·ably more 
time than to the end of the }trc•:::ent ~wAsion to explain tltPir 
vote on the tat·iff uill . [Apvlau ·e.] 

'l'hc HPEAKER. Is there ohjection? 
T'herc was no oujcction. 
:Mr. ALl\lON. 1\lr. :-lpPakcr, thiH bi 11 l'H ITiCt-l the hjg-lH'~t ratcH 

of any tariff ever pu:-;sed hy an American Congres~. It is tbe 
mo~t indefensible tariff bill ever pre~entP<l to an Amorit'an 
public. It crcuteA the bighe:t taritf wnll that wns cn'r built 
around the United States. 'l'be tariff rute on cement is el'ti
matell will cost tho roul:4nruer~ ~50,000,000 Il •r annum. It ad<l.· 
:1 boot $1,000 to 1lle <·o~t of every mile of road 011 which <'ement 
is nf.lcd. 'I'hc tariff on sugar at 2 <:cnts per pound will (·o.·t tile 
commrucr $25o.oon,ooo :1rumnlly. It i. N>Limat 'd that tld: 
Smoot-Hawley-Grundy bill will coAt the Am<'rlc:.m con~umers 
$l.fl00,000,000 anuuall:r. Shoes, 20 per cenr of tlw r-alue, now on 
the free list, will cost the Amerkan con. um<'rH :jil~,OOO,OOO un
nnnlly. 'l'be csi:;;ting E ordney-:UrCumber tariff law, pa~sed in 
l!l22, is c ·lima ted to <·o~t tlw ·onsumcr :lllPl oxiumt<>ly .'.J:,<X.KJ-
000.000, of which only a lit1lo more th<tu half a hillion ~oes 
into the Treasury; the balanc0. into the po<:ket: of tl10 prote<:tr<l 
incluHtrie:;;. 

I :;;upported :mel \"olcd for thP fHrm rE-~li•d hill, known as tlw 
:tgriculturul marketing act. nt tllf' extra sc ·sion one year ago. 
I flo not know llow mnr•b rl'lief will h{' giY n farmer~ h. that 
R<'t. I tllink tbat it h;\H dolt<" !'IJIHe gpcHl nlrPatly and ho{l • that 
it will aC'compli '11 all that ib~ most ardent ndvo('atc~ c-laim for 
it. 1\lneh depcn<h; upon the c:oopt>ration o( the farm •r. · with the 
Federal Parm Board. · 

I have supvortPil and Yote<l for the cxvort dl'l.>entur<' ei;et·y 
tirue it ha::; lteen pn,seHted. It ha~ l>een u fPated l>y the influ
ence of Pre ·lcleut Hoover n ncl hi~ aumillistnttion. 'l'he clrhcn-
1 nrc vrovidl'<1 for the 1mymenl of <me-lla l f of the turiff tluth•<.J 
on 11gricnltuml product~ cxvorled. l!"or exallil11c, there i · a 
tariff of 42 eents pe>l' IJuRhel on wlll'ut. Utuler the dt•henturc tlw 
exporter of wheat woulcl liP pui!l onc>-hnlf that amount, or :n 
cents p •r bu:-:hel. iu the form of a <lchentur crrtitic-atc whidt 
wonlcl be ncceptt•tl hy the QovernutPul in puymcnt of tariff 
dutiNt There h; uo turifi:' ou cotton, :-:o tl.H' ck•l•cntur0 ]n·ovidecl 
for the vuyment of 2 cent.· a pound, or :j;lO a hn.l<', on all eottou 
exported. Ahout Go ]1er cent of Amcric·nn c·otton i: e~1•ortell. 
,•orne claim thnt th<' furm<'r:-; would Hot p;L·t llH' henefit ol.' tlti::;; 
but they would, and tho l1~'~~·chnlog-ic-nl effect of it ou tl.Le prite 
of rotton would have amountecl to vrohllhl.r nwre than 2 ct•nt:o5 
a l•Oulltl. If neteH::;ury, the ll<.>honturc could he ~;o written tlmt 
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the certificate cotHN be given only- to stabilized corporations of 
the Federal Farm Board authorized by the terms of the farm 
relief bill, and in that way the farmers would certainly receive 
the benefit on all agricultural products exported, including $10 
per bale on cotton. I believe that the debenture is a necessary 
complement to the tariff structure. It is the only sure way of 
bringing some tariff benefits to the producers of our staple agri
cultural crops. 

We ha\e heard a great deal about the increased rates on agri
cultural commodities contained in the pending tariff bill. How
ever, it must not be overlooked that the benefits accruing to 
agriculture from these rates are nullified by the higher duties 
imposed on manufactured products. The unwarranted dispro
portion between the protective duty of 10 per cent on hides and 
the compensatory duty of 20 per cent on shoes, together with 
the other duties on leather and harness, furnishes a conspicu
ous example. It is interesting to note that the longer the de
benture has been debated and discussed, the stronger it has 
become. The first time it was voted upon it received little sup
port. A year ago it received 113 votes. ·At this session it re
ceived 161 votes, indicating a growing sentiment that the de
benture program is as defensible as the tariff itself, is in har
mony with the present drawback provisions of the tariff, and 
is no more .a subsidy than high or prohibitive tariff rates. 

The cultivated area of American farms comprises 350,000,000 
acres; of this total 47,000,000 acres is devoted to the production 
of cotton. Aside from the small quantity of long staple pro
duced, this crop receives no tariff protection. Fifty-seven mil
lion acres is given over to the _growing of wheat, while 100,000,-
000 acres is devoted to the production of corn. Owing to their 
exportable surpluses, both of the latter crops receive but negli
gible benefits from the tariff. 

The upward revision of the tariff on manufactured commodi
ties can not fail to increase the costs of production on the farm, 
besides curtailing foreign demand for agricultural products, 
while the grower of our staple crops must continue to sell their 
products at the world's price, unless some plan can be devised 
to give them at least a measure of protection under our tariff 
system. This is the purpose of the export-debenture plan. 

It is claimed that this bill will aid the laboring man. It will 
compel every laboring man to pay more for all of the neces
saries of life and will compel him to work longer in order to 
earn enough to support himself and his family. 

This tariff bill will aid corporate and selfish interests and no 
one else. It is not the kind of tariff bill that President" Hoover 
recommended in his message to the Congress, but it is generally 
believed that he will approve it if it is sent to him. 

I am opposed to it because it is against the interest of the 
great masses of the people of the United States. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, I have given considerable 
thought and study to the · tariff bill which is now on its way to 
final consideration in order to weigh the advantages and disad
vantages for the producers and consumers in my congressional 
district. 

I voted against the Hawley bill when it first came up for 
consideration in the House, as the bill in no sense carried out 
the pledges of the President !lnd of the Republican Party in 
bringing about a revision largely beneficial to agriculture. 
· I will frankly confess that the agricultural rates in the Bouse 
bill were most desirable, but these were only secured through 
the organized effort of the Representatives from the agricul
tural States. It was only after the organized effort on the 
part of the friends of the farmers and fight, fight, every inch 
of the way, that we were able to secure the present increases 
on agricultural schedules. 

I favored increases for those industries in distress, but no 
one will contend that the present revision has been limited to 
the distressed industries, as it is self-evident that the bill goes 
far beyond any conception of the President, the Speaker of the 
House, or the pledges made by the Republican Party. 

As far as agriculture is concerned, even though equality does 
not exist, I would favor the retention of the act of 1922 as 
being more beneficial to the Northwest. Under the flexible 
provision of the 1922 act, substantial increases were made for 
agricultural commodities; in fact, under presidential proclama
tion, many increases were made which would · have been of 
equal value to the rates in the present bill. 

I object to the bill in its present form on account of the 
unwarranted increases on some of the industrial schedules and 
for the failure on the part of Congress to protect the American 
farmers from the importation of vegetable oils and fats, which 
now come in free of duty. 

I object to the bill for the unjustifiable removal of lumber 
from the free list to the dutiable list of $1 per thousand feet. 
The failure on the part of the House conferees, after a vote 
of 106 majority to retain lumber on the free list, is inexcusable. 

I regard the vote on the pai-t of the House as a mandate with 
definite instructiuns to the conferees to insist and stand firm for 
free lumber. This they failed to do. 

I object to the bill because the debenture was not placed in it, 
as I feel that the debenture provision would be essential and 
beneficial to agriculture, if it were contained in the bill. 

About a year ago the membership of the House was called 
upon to express its opinion on the debenture. I opposed the 
debenture at that time for two reasons. In the first place, I 
felt that since the debenture dealt with tariff duties, it had no 
place in the marketing act. In the second place, I was of the 
opinion that the issuance of the debenture on export agricul
tural products would in no way be reflected to the producers. 

Conditions have changed. We have passed an agricultural 
marketing act and a board has functioned for nearly a year to 
aid the farmers. The tariff bill is the proper place for a de
benture, if it is to be considered at all. 

When the .debenture was considered in connection with the 
agricultural marketing act, it was conclusively pointed out 
that the exporter would be the recipient of the debenture. At 
that time there were no farmers who were actual producers, 
and I felt that the exporter would be the individual to receive 
the benefit and that he would in no way reflect the price back 
to the producer. 

Under the-system established by the Federal Farm Board un
der the marketing act, several large nation-wide aglicultural 
cooperative organizations )lave been created in cotton, wheat, 
and cattle, and this program will be continued under the super
vision of the board, so that all agricultural products will 
eventually -be organized into nation-wide marketing associations. 

The National Wheat Stabilization Corporation, a cooperative, 
is the owner of millions of bushels of wheat. This cooperative 
deals in both domestic and foreign commerce, and has actually 
made sales of millions of bushels of wheat in foreign countries, 
and it is my opinion that with the gradual expansion of the 
program, the National Wheat Stabilizatio:p Corporation will 
eventually handle and market more than 75 per cent of the ex
port wheat produced in this country. Under this system, the 
debenture of 21 cents a bushel, which was the maximum amount 
fixed by the amendment, would be paid to the cooperative associ
ation, and the association would pay it to the producer mem
bers in patronage dividends. In this way the actual producer 
would receive the benefits of the debenture, if he were a mem
ber of a cooperative a ociation. 

The debenture is workable. If the farmer is to receive the 
benefit of the tariff on his surplus products, this important pro
vision is essential in the make-up of the present tariff bill. 

There is no comparison between a manufacturer of industrial 
products and the farmer . . The manufacturer may contr.ol his 
production, which is not subject to climatic conditions and the 
elements. The farmer, on the other hand, is subjected to all of 
the hazards of floods, draught, hail, rain, and sunshine, and 
therefore has very little to say as to the amount he will be per
mitted to pr_oduce on his small or large acreage. 

I am a protectionist, but I feel that Congress has gone too far 
in the present bill, and that the welfare of the -country would be 
much better off under existing law. The present bill does not 
meet the pledges of the Republican Party. It_ does not comply 
with the President's message, nor does it comply with the sug-
gestions m~de to us by our Speaker, Mr. LONGWORTH. _ 

1\!r. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the present tariff 
bill gives more to the farmer than ever before but it also, in 
many respects, takes more from him than ever before. I be
lieve it does my people more harm than good, therefore, while 
I appreciate the protection given peanuts, cowhides, long-staple 
cctton, pitch and tar of wood, turpentine, and several other 
farm products, I must vote against the bill as a whole. The 
bill consists of 280 pages and every. time there are a few words 
in favor of the common people there are scores of pages against 
them. This bill demonstrates the dilll.culty of securing helpful 
legislation for the farmer. .Every time a dollar is put in one 
pocket several dollars are taken out of the other pocket. · 

For instance, we aU fight for better freight rates for the farm
er, and yet when he gets a little help with one commodity there 
is an increase of rates somewhere else to cancel his apparent 
benefit. In the end he pays it all and does not gain. This is 
almost always the case. It is especially true with tariff and 
freight rates. · 

The present tariff bill would be very much better for the 
farmer if it contained the export debenture plan advocated by 
the farmer's friends.. This plan would have given the farmer 
some real help and yet it can not be said to be all that has been 
promised the farmer. Ever since I first heard of the export 
debenture, even before I came to Congress, I advocated it as a 
step toward putting the farmer on an equality . with industry. 
The CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD shows that for several years a few 



10792 CONGRESSIONAL . RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 14 
of us 'here-four or fi~e-have urged the adoptio.n of the export can possibly help the wheat producers'? · Second, we export ap~ 
uebenture plan. . proximately 2{)0,000,000 bushels of wheat and wheat products, 

My views as expressed on tltis floor and by bills from time and the price of wheat is governed by the foreign market. In 
to time still remain unchanged. The scheme is becoming more 1929 we produced 806,508,000 bushels of wheat and imported 
and more popular. Most of the Democrats and some Republi~ only 37,231 bushels, or one two-hundredths of 1 per cent of the 
cans are now for it. Soon there will be a stampede for the plan amotmt produced. I ~ubmit that anyone who argues that the 
and it will be put into effect, but there is danger of some scheme importation of this negligible quantity can be of benefit to the 
being adopted along with it nullifying, to a large extent, its price of wheat qualifies himself for admission to a mental clinic. 
benefits. One great danger is that it will be urged as genuine In 1929 we imported from Canada 37,231 bushels of wheat and 
complete farm relief as promised by both major parties and exported to Canada 23,068,068 bushels. 
thus become a delusion and a snare. Having advocated it for Canada has no tariff on wheat, but the price of wheat in 
years I want to say the export debenhue should only be ex- Canada every day for the past two years has been higher than 
pected to operate as an offset to the evils of high tariff on in the United States. 
what the farmer buys. Now, let us · take cotton. The cotton farmers in my district 
· In and of itself it will not be found to be a complete remedy are asking how this bill will benefit -them. They will rightfully 
for the fanner's troubles. It will only be a step in the right argue that Congress has raised the prices of everything they and 
direction. It will not be the complete victory which should the members of their families must buy and will insist upon a 
come as the result of the farmer's age-long battle for justice direct answer to then· question as to how this bill will help the 
and economic freedom. cotton farmers. Of course, it will not help them. Last year 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, those who contend that the we produced 14,545,000 tiales of cotton and exported 7,580,383 
tariff act approved June 17, 1930, will be of any benefit to the bales. There is no tariff on the ol·dinary staple cotton; and, in 
agricultural class are either humorists who should fie put in a fact, there is no tariff on .any cotton grown in my distl'ict. 
class with Will Rogers or Mark Twain, or be qualified for men~ There is a small dUty carried in the bill on long staple or sea
tal clinics. · island cotton, 1% inch staple, not a lock of which is grown in 

Congress was called in session April 15, 1929, to enact legis~ my district. 
Iation for the benefit of the farmers. Two remedies were pro~ Surely no one can successfully contend that inasmuch as this 
posed: bill makes every consumer pay more for the things he must buy, 

One was the farm bill, which was approved June 15, 1929. including hats, shoes, rayon, and every kind of clothing, and 
The farmers of the country are asking that the broad powers lumber, sugar, and cement, that ·it can be of . any benefit to 
granted in that act be fully exercised and are asking that it be them. You can not convince the cotton farmers that this bill, 
given a fair trial to see if it proves effective. which is an additional burden upon them, can be of any possible 

Second, a "limited revision " of the tariff was recommended benefit to them. 
to place the farmers on a parity with the industrialists of the Now let us take corn. In 1929 we produced 2,622,189,000 
East. bushels, and imported 407,085 bushels, mostly from South Amer-

I represent a great agricultural district, Unfortunately, the ican countries, or about one sixty-fifth of .1 per cent of the corn 
farmers have been greatly depressed and every business depend~ we produced. We exported 33,745,270 bushels of corn in 1929. 
ing upon them has felt the effect of this depression for the past Of course, the corn . we produce is largely consumed in our own 
10 years. As a result the -agricultural counties are losing their : country but we regularly export our surplus and the foreign 
population in great ~umbers to the cities. The farmers · are :1 market in part governs the . price of corn in our own market. 
trying to better their condition. Mortgages have been fore~ No corn producers · can possibly be deceived by the duty of 
closed in large numbers, lands have been sold for taxes, and ' 25 cents per busher placed on corn. It is a mere gesture. It 
a general depression has been felt by all. · This is not over~ doe.'3 no~ help them: If we exclu~ed every bushel of cor:n im
drawn, and truth and candor compel me to say as much. · ported rnto the Umted States .which, as I have. stated, rs but 

It is estimated that the slump in grain prices and in cotton ; one sixty-tift~ of 1 per cent of the corn we produce, it would not 
will decrease the income of the farmers $1,125,000,000 this year, affect the price of corn . . If the f~rmers ~ere no.t .so ~epressed 
as compared with 1929. This estimate, apparently authentic, . the at:gument that the way to relieve theu con~Ition 1s to add 
extensively carried in the press is based ·upon present prices to their tax burdens, would be humorous, but With the -farmers 
for the staple farm · products of wheat, corn, ·oats, rye, and 

1 
seeki?g ·to better. ~hei~ condition, and leaving the far~s .and 

cotton,, compared with those of 1929. . . _ · · flocking to the crties m search of other employment, It IS . a. 
Wheat is quoted at around 90 cents per bushel on the Chi- tragedy. ' . . . . 

cago market, netting the farmer about 70 cents, a price com~ l\Iost of the. defenders of the tanff . btll attempt to use per
parable with the low marks af the outset of the World War. .centages to nnslead the farmers. They tell them they get 42 
and is practically 30 cents below last year's price. Corn is 17 . ce~ts. ~r bush~l duty on w~eat, when everyone can s~ that 
cents per bushel lower oats 8 cents rye 34 cents and cotton thts IS me:ffecbve. They pornt out th{lt they have a duty of 
·$27 per bale. ' ' ' . · 25 cents per bus?el on co~n, wh~le · everyo~e knows this . does 
· Th·e farmers, under these circumstances, are entitled to all of not add to the pric~ they will rec~1ve ~or their corD;~ Then they 

the relief which the Farm Board can grant them, and they · refer. to sugar, saymg the~ duty .Is. raiSed from. $1.1~ to ~2 per 
should not be compelled to pay increased prices for the neces~ . bund.red pou~ds, . when th~ t~uth IS n?- ~uga~ Is raised rn my 
sitles they must purchase. . - · d.tstriCt and mstead of bemg .• of benefit ~t will place an. addi-

There are eight counties in the district which I represent, bonal burden upon th.e breakfast tabl~ ~ every home m my 
and the consumers, including the farmers, have a right to ask in .State. Then . the tariff ad~ocates will mclude, as a~oth~r 
what way they would be benefited by the enactment Of this tariff ?enefit to the farmers, the mcreased duty on .wool, which 1s 
bill. I have asserted time and again that this bill can be of no m~reased from 31 to 34 cents per PO?nd! b'!-t .mstead o~. that 
possible benefit to the people of my district but that . it will bemg of bene~t to the people of my distnct It IS an additional 
greatly increase the amount they will have to pay for the things burden and w.ill cause .the people ,to pa~ -~ore for ~e clothing 
they must buy. Of course-, -this is an additional burden · upon · they. buy, which con tams wqol. ·· The btU also. carnes. a duty . 
the c-onsuming public because of the tariff. But some argue on. ~~be_r . and cement and steel produ~ts which go mto ;th~ 
that prices will not be raised because of the tariff. Let me an- farm~g ~J?lements th~y buy, whic~ Will increase the pnces 
.swer by. asking the question, Why do the manufacturers come on th, se ai hcles to the farmers. 
to Congress asking for increased duties if it is not to their in~ THE DEBENTURE PL.&N 

terest and if it will not enable them to sell their manufactured We made an effort to make the duty of 42 cents per bushel 
products for more? · on wheat and -25 cents per bushel on corn effective through the 

In the consideration of any measure I try to imagine myself debenture plan, which would require the issuance of a certift~ 
in my own district confronting the people who commission me cate in the sum · of 50 per cent of the duty on the farm products 
to represent them, and I ask myself the question, How will this exported; which to that extent would enhance the selling price 
bill affect them? · to the (armers and be of financial benefit to them. There being 

There are eight counties in the second congressional district . no duty on cotton, 2 cents per pound; or $10 per bale, was in~ 
of Oklahoma, consisting of Adair, Oherokee, Haskell, Mcintosh, eluded in the debenture provision. Everyone knows and every
Muskogee, Okmulgee, Sequoyah, and Wagoner ·counties. How one admits, except the old standpatters that whistle to keep up 
will· this tariff bill benefit any of the residents of these counties? their courage,· that the duties carried in the bill-are not effec-

MAJOR FARM cRoPs RAISED tive as to those agricultural products of which we produce 
The major crops raised by · the farmers in these counties are regula_rly an exportable surplus, the price of which is governed 

wheat, cotton, and corn. Let us take them in their order. by the foreign market; 
It can not possibly help 'the wheat farmer for the · following ·, To -illustrate; every cotton grower knows· that the cotton ·mar~ 

reasons: First, the duty of 42 cents per bushel ori wheat is not ket· at New · York and New 8rleans is governed--by the Liver~ 
changed by the bill. How, then, can anyone say that this bill pool market. Eve~·y daily paper in the country will first 
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comment upon the Li'rerpool price and then give the New York 
and New Orleans prices. These uetermine the local price of 
cotton, as e'\"ery ~armer knows. 

Let no one be deceived as to the effectiveness of the deben
ture provision. It would have added 50 per cent of the 42 cents 
uuty per bushel on wheat, or it would have added 21 cents per 
Lusbel to the price of wheat, and would have added 12% cents 
per bushel to the price of corn and $10 per bale to the price 
of cotton. Tbi provision was optional, to be invoked by the 
Farm Board if found nece sary to protect the farmers. 

THE FLEXIBLE PROYISION 

Kow, let us examine the :flexible provision that is so little 
understood by the masses of the people. The tariff act · of 1922 
provided tbnt the •rm·iff C<>mmission should make a study of 
the co t of production at home and abroad and make recom
mendations to the President, who '\'\"US authorized to issue a 
}Jroclamation either increasing or lowering the duty on any 
<:ommodity, not to exceed 50 per cent. 

The con uming public ought not to be deceived about this 
:flexible provision. The manufacturers of the East employ the 
·hrewdest experts that can be found to juggle the figures to be 
placed before the Tariff Commission in order to have the duty 
on every article which the consumer must buy increased but 
never lowered. Now, just hold your breath for a minute. Dur
ing the years in which the :flexible provision has been in opera
tion the Tariff Commi sion has lowered the duty on just four 
commodities-long-handled paint brushes, bobwhite quail, phenol, 
and mill-feed bran. 

It will be see-n, therefore, that this flexible provision is 
always used against and never in the interest of the masses of 
the people. This year Congress appropriated $785,000 for the 
Tariff Commission and its body of experts and clerical force 
in order that they might find excuses to justify the raising of 
dutie and placing additional buruens upon the people. The 
people are led to believe that the Tariff Commission removes 
the question of the tariff from politic , but do not be. deceived-by 
this statement. The President selects the personnel of the 
commission. The members are all inoculated 'With high-tariff 
ideas. Let me remind you that just as long as there are mem
bers on this commission who are in favor of increasing duties it 
will result in the duties always being increa. ed and never 
lowered. 

This bill will increase the tax burdens upon every bumble 
home in my district. The people ought to study the provisions 
of the bill There is not an item in the bill that will aid the 
farmers in my district, and inasmuch as farming is the basic 
industry and the happiness and prosperity of everyone depends 
upon the farmer, this bill can not possibly help any other class 
of business that depends upon the prosperity of the farmer. 

A tllou and economists from educational institutions through
out tbe United States protested against the enactment of this 
bill. 

We can not sell farm products to foreign countries unless we 
buy from them. If we raise our tariff walls so high as to keep 
out articles manufactured in foreign countries and their trade 
is diverted to other countries, they will buy farm products of 
those other countrie in exchange for tbeii· goods and to that 
extent we will lose a foreign market for our products. 

I have never heard an argument on the floor of the House 
or read one' in the press which would show that the tariff bill 
will be of any po ible benefit to the wheat, cotton, and corn 
vroducers of the country. The farmers are dependent upon this 
foreign market to absorb their surplus wheat, corn, and cotton. 

I trust that the farmers of my district, when platform orators 
commence talking in general platitudes about the glories of the 
tariff they will insi t upon their putting their feet upon the 
grouml anu explain in detail in what way this bill can possibly 
aid the wheat, corn, and cotton producers. Don't let them 
e\-ade; make them answer. 

It is a no\el arO'ument that to make the farmer more pros
perous we should not enhance the prices of the things he pro
duces but add to his tax burdens by making him pay more for 
the things he and the members of his family must buy. 

It has been in isted repeatedly that the tariff is in the inter-
e. t of labor. The truth is the laboring men get out a very 
·mall percentage through incre~sed wage . They only get what 
their organizations enable them to wring from the manufactur
ing classes. 

The reports for 1928 indicate there were 14,000 millionaires 
in the United States. Of course none of these are of the 
laboring class. To illustrate, in the beet sugar industry, in the 
West, cheap Mexican labor is bootlegged into this country. 
The protected intere ts, therefore, are not eager to help labor 
but only yield to them such increases as they are compelled to 
(]o by the demand of labor organizati()ns. 

I was born and reared on a farm and have owned -farm land 
all my life and know that I understand the problems of the 
farmers. I am in sympathy with them. I know their depressed 
condition and I urge that each for himself study the provisions 
of this bill from a nonpartisan standpoint and decide whether · 
he will continue to pay tribute to the protected intere ts of the 
East, the privileged few, o.r assert his independence and vote 
for the best interests of himself and the members of his family 
dependent upon him. 

Let me invite attention to the fact that practically all of the 
Senators, regardless of party, representing the great agricultural 
Middle West, including North and South Dakota, Minnesota, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Arkansas, Texas, and Oklahoma, voted agail1'3t 
this tariff bill. 

Experts have estimated that this bill will place an additiopal 
burden of a billion dollars annually upon the consumers; 
fanners, laborers, busine. s and profes ional men, and all other 
classes, through the added cost they will have to pay because 
of the increased duties carried in this bill, and certainly this 
legislation can not be classed as a limited revision. Neither 
will it place the farmers upon a parity with the indushialists 
of the East. 

Mr. BRIGHAM. In the discu sion of farm relief durin" the 
past 10 years the phrase "equality fo.r agriculture" has been 
the slogan of those who have been most earnest in their advo
cacy of the farmer's cause. By 1928 the appeal of this phrase 
had beeome so great that both great political parties wrote into 
their platforms promi es to attempt to give agriculture equality 
with other industries. 

The Democratic platform said: 
Farm relief must rest on the basis of a11 economic equality of 

agriculture with other industries. 

The Republican platform contained a definite pledge in these 
words: 

The Republican Party pledges itself to the development and enact
ment of measures which will place the agricultural interests of America 
on a basis of economic equality with other industries to insure its 
prosperity and success. 

- The candidates of the two great partie , in their speeches 
during the campaign of 192 , gave their views as to what would 
be their policies, if elected, to carry out the promises of thei): 
respective platforms. The result of the election is now his
tory. Herbert Hoover received the electoral vote of every , one 
of the great agricultural States of the Union, which means 
that the plan he proposed appealed to the farmers of America 
as the best one to give relief to their industries. 

The plan of President Hoover was essentially: 
First. Tariff revision to protect farm products from foreign 

competition. 
Second. Legislation to give agriculture a commercial system 

equal to that of industry. 
Soon after the inauguration the President called the Congress 

into special session to ena.ct the legislation necessary to carry 
out the policies be advocated in the campaign. 

I shall attempt to show that the legislation enacted has gone 
far to fulfill these P.romises. · · 

THE FA.RMER AXD TllE TARIFF 

The Hawley-Smoot tariff places upon farm products rates 
of duty which are the highest in_ history. The case for in
creased fa_rm rates was ably presented by representatives of 
farm organizations and by farmers from all parts of the coun
try. No request for an adequate protective duty, if supported 
by conclusive evidence of need, went unheeded. Surely the 
farmers of America can not complain that agriculture is not 
now _placed upon an equality with industry in so far as rates 
of duty are concerned. 

Attempt, however, has been made to show that our tariff 
system does injustice to agriculture, in that rates levied upon 
farm products do not raise the prices of the products to which 
they apply, while it is contended that rates of duty applied to 
manufactured products always are effective to raiJ e the price. 
It is even contended that equalization of rates as between agri
culture and industry by applying to farm products rates as high 
as tho e applied to the products of industry is not sufficient, 
but that a debenture plan applyino- only to farm schedules 
should be made a part of our tariff system. This contention is 
based upon the prem~ that the tariff is not effective upon farm 
products of which we produce an exportable surplus. But do we 
produce a net export surplus of all farm products, and do we 
not also produce an export surplus of many industrial products? 

About a year ago the Alexander Hamilton Institute published 
a compilation of the gross income of farms, by commodity 
groups, as follows : 
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(}'ross income of farms, by commfJdity groups, year ending June so, 11J29 

·Commodity group Income 

Dairy and poultry products ______________ ___ ___________ $3,840, 000,000 
Meat animals__________________________________________ 3, 016,000,000 
Grains _- --- -------- --- --------------------------------- 1, 540,000,000 
Cotton and cottonseed_------- ---------------------- --- 1, 479,000,000 
Fruits and vegetables_------------------------ ------- -- 1, 436,000,000 
Otbe farm products __ ------- -------------------------- 1, 216,000,000 

Per cent of 
total 

30.7 
24.1 
12.3 
11.8 
11. 4 
9. 7 

TotaL------------------------------------------- 12,527,000,000 100.0 

Those who contend that all farm products are on an export 
basis and that farmers, therefore, get no benefit from the tariff 
will find little in this table to support their conclusion. It 
shows that American farmers derive the largest portion of their 
income, over 30 per cent of it, from dairy and poultry products. 
These are not on a net export basis, and the tariff rates are 
generally effective in maintaining a higher price here than in 
the world market. The same is true of some classes of meat 
animals, such as beef and mutton. Many fruits and vegetables 
and many special farm products listed in t11e last gToup are not 
on an export basis and benefit by the tariff. Even in the grains 
classification, which accounts for only 12.3 per cent of the 
American farmer's income, flaxseed is on an import basis and 
. benefits from the tariff. And who shall say that cottonseed 
products do not benefit from the tariff rates placed on competing 
oils and grain by-products. Careful analysis will show that the 
greater part of the farmer's income is derived from those com
modities which are not on an export basis or which, with some 
slight adjustment of production, can be reduced to the demands 
of the· home market, and upon which tariff rates are usually 
effective, or can easily be made so. 

INDUSTRY AND THE TARIFF 

Those who make the loudest outcry that the tariff is not 
effective for agriculture imply that the tariff is effective on 
every industrial schedule and will raise the price of manufac
tured products here above the world price by the amount of the 
tariff. Let us examine the statistics for exports to determine if 
this is true. The Department of Commerce places the total 
value of United States exports at $5,030,099,000. · Of this total, 
farm products comprised 38 per cent. The balance, or 62 per 
cent, were manufactured articles. 

Surely if the tariff is not effective on farm products which 
are on an export basis, the tariff should be equally as ineffec
tive on many items of industrial production which are also on 
an export basis. When our Government fixes an import duty 
upon a commodity it does po more to make the duty effective 
in raising the price here on an industrial product than it does 
on a farm product. The steel industry, for instance, has been 
in a prosperous condition. Is the tariff responsible for it? 
Many would say, yes. But the steel industry exports over 5 
per cent of its total production and its product is, therefore, . on 
an export basis. Then why is the tariff more effective on steel 
than on wheat? 

ORGANIZ.ATION OF INDUSTRY AND AGRICULTURE 

We are told that industry, by its ·organization into great cor
porations, which control the processes of manufacture and sale, 
is able to command a price here in the home market which is 
higher than the world price by the amount of the tarifL Let 
us admit, for the sake of argument, that this is so. Has the 
Government of the United States organized these industries to 
such complete perfection that they can do this? No. On the 
contrary, the Government has enacted stringent laws against 
industrial combinations in restraint of trade, and has declared 
such combinations illegal and makes the monopolization of 
trade a misdemeanor punishable- by fine or imprisonment, or 
both. ·Antitrust laws, however,. specifically exempt organiza
tions of farmers from their provisions and authority is given to 
farmers to form cooperative associations, with exemptions from 
prosecution under antitrust laws, unless the Secretary of Agri
culture, the representative of the farming industry in the Cabi
net, thinks the result of the operations of such associations ls 
to unduly enhan-ce the price of the commodities in which they 
deal. 

Therefore, as far as the Government is concerned, it re
quire · organized industry to prove in court that its operations 
are not in restraint of trade and it permits farmers to organize 
without fear of prosecution unless the Secretary of Agriculture 
thinks the result has been to unduly enhance prices. Surely 
no fair-minded person can say that the Government has dis
criminated against agriculture in legislati?n relating to the 
tariff or relating to organization for purpose of price ~ontroL 
The reverse is true. -

THE FEDERAL FARM BOARD AND EQUA.LITY FOR AGRICULTURE 

The answer of the Congress to the 'Second part · of Pre~ident 
Hoover's plan for farm aid, viz, to provide a commercial system 
equal to that of industry, was the passage of the farm relief 
act, which became a law on the 15th of June, 1929. 

The a·ct established a Federal Farm Board of nine members, 
including the Secretary of Agriculture. It authorized the use 
by the board of $500,000,000 from the Federal Treasury to carry 
out the purposes outlined. The act, furthermore, specifically 
directed the board to promote education in the principles and 
practices of cooperative marketing of agricultural commodities, 
to encourage the development of cooperative associations, to 
report upon factors affecting supply and demand of crops with 
the effect upon prices here and abro·ad, to study conditions of 
overproduction, and to report methods of preventing such over
production by curtailing the supply and increasing market out
lets. Authorization was given the board to make liberal loans 
to cooperative associations from . the $500,000,000 fund to enable 
these associations to acquire the necessary facilities to do · busi
ness and to advance money to producers upon delivered prod~ 
uce. Authorization was also given to the board to make 
loans to stabilizing corporations formed by cooperative asso
ciations to more effectively market surpluses once produced 
so that fair prices to producers would result. , 

Let us consider what this means in the way of aid to the 
farmers of America. It means that our Government has set up 
a board, has placed at its disposal a fund of $500,000,000, with 
instructions to that board to assist farmers to organize their 
indu~try to promote better marketing and cut down the costs 
of getting produce from the farm to the consumer, to . loan 
money to finance the operations of these associations and to 
enable them to bold off the market surpluses which unduly de
press the price. This board is also instructed to make studies, 
in cooperation with the Department of Ag1iculture, of the fac
tors which affect the prices of farm products; in fact, to act as 
economic advisers to our farmers. 

When the farmers of America make insistent demand for 
equality for agriculture and complain that the farm relief act 
does not go far enough, let them con ider that the Government 
of the United States has not gone so far as this in the organi
zation or relief of any otlier industry. If the steel industry, 
for instance, is able to control the marketing of its product so 
that the price here is higher than its price abroad by the 
amount o·f the tariff, that industry must organize itself, it must 
satisfy the Department of Justice that its operations are not 
contrary to the antitrust act, it mu t bolTow its capital at cur
rent rates, and do its own planning and formulate its own 
policies. If the wheat growers of America want to organize, 
they have the assistance of the Federal Farm Board, they are 
exempt from all danger of prosecution under antitrust statutes, 
money is loaned by the Government at a rate of 3% per cent 
to the cooperatives to acquire facilities and carry on the busi
ness, and, If ·conditions warrant, the ' Farm Board will loan 
money to hold off the market a surplus which threatens to de
vress the price. 

In other words, if American wheat farmers want to organize 
to control the marketing of their wheat so they can sell the sur
plus on the world market at the world-market price, and at the 
same time sell the requirements of the American market at the 
world price plus the tariff the Government of the United States, 
through its agency, the Federal Farm Board, which is headed 
by one of the ablest and most successful business men in the 
country, will help wheat farmers to organize, will furnish 
guidance and supervision, and will loan the money to do it at a 
rate of interest much below the market rate. Is not this going 
a long way on the part of our Government to carry out tht 
promise -made to farmers to give them a commercial system 
equal to that of industry·? 

The Federal Farm Board has been in existence less than one 
year. It has had to blaze a new trail, and what it does must be 
with the cooperation and support of the farmers of America. 
The board can make progress no faster than our farmers will 
go along. No one can say that the board has not been aggres
sive or that it has not sincerely and earnestly tried to carry out 
the provisions of the farm relief act. Farmers' cooperative 
organizations have been assisted in the conduct of their business 
and with loans. Efforts have been made to support the plices 
of several farm products which have suffered the effects of a 
supply greatly in excess of market demands, and effort has been 
made by the board to advise farmers as· to policies which will 
lead to better conditions. 

The board. in the face of great overproduction of certain 
farm products, have advised i"educed acreage and reduced pro
duction as a method of adjusting the supply to the demand for 
the commodity. This has met with strenuous objection in 
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certain quarters. Demand has been made upon the board t<> 
propose a solution for the farmer's difficnlti~ without ask~ng 
for curtailment of production and some very well-me.an1ng 

·people have felt that such a program involves asking agricul
ture to do something which indUstry is not called upon to do. 
This is entirely contrary to the facts. There were times in 
1929 when the steel mills of the country were operating at 
nearly 100 per cent of capacity. To-day they are operating 
at 69 per cent of capacity. In this business depression, the 
answer of the steel industry to lessened demand is to reduce 
output. 

Let the farmer who is disposed to criticize Alexander Legge 
for advocating a program of adjusted agricultural production 
as a remedy for the farm depre.c:;sion read the following from 
the address of Charles M. Schwab to the steel industry : 

There are apparently three ways in which the stabilization of the 
iron and steel industry on -a prosperous basis can be legitimately 
maintained. These are (1) ·by stimulating the demand for steel; (2) 
by discouraging by every lawful means the construction of ·additional 
capacity at times when the capacity is already overexpanded; and (3) 
by the avoidance of uneconomic price cutting. 

The law of supply and demand is inexorable, and if the producers 
of steel in this country do not voluntarily Pe!rain from expanding 
capacity beyond the needs of the country they can expect only one 
consequence. The law of supply and demand will promptly operate, 
reducing profits to the extent necessary effectively to discourage new 
construction, and that condition will continue until demand has_ in
creased sufficiently to take up the excess capacity. 

The Federal Farm Board in advocating a policy of adjusting 
our agricultural production to world competition .and demand, 
is simply advocating a policy wh.ich is followed by every great 
industry to-day. 

The farm-relief program of President Hoover, which has been 
enacted into law in the tariff act and the farm marketing act 
is sometimes referred to as an experiment and such it is. It is 
·an experiment based upon the premise that the farmers of 
America want protection for their products on an equal ba is 
·with other industries, but no debenture or bounty which other 
imlustries do not have; it is an experiment in the way of Fed
eral assistance in setting up a marketing system with full 
i'ecognition of the fact that the organization of several mil
lions of independent farmers scattered over wide areas i a 
difficult problem requiring special aid; and, finally, it is an ex
periment based upon the known initiative and self-reliance 
of the American farmer who will desire a minimum of Federal 
.aid and direction in settin-g up a system which he will look 
forward to operating himself with the GoYernment retiring 
from the field at the earliest possible date if the experiment 
is successful. 

Mr. JONAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the Smoot
Hawley bill is a protective tariff mea ure. In its drafting the 
question of revenue, while important, has been incidental. The 
chief purpose in the minds of its authors bas been to provide 
a tariff measure that will give reasonable and adequate pro
tection to American industry, American agriculture, and Ameri
can labor agaiust foreign competition. In my judgment, this 
general purpose has been accomplished. 

I believe in a protective tariff that will in fact protect. If 
there is doubt as to the rate of duty on an item necessary to 
afford adequate protection, I favor resolving that doubt in 
favor of American labor and American industry rather than in 
favor of foreign labor and foreign indu try. This policy has 
been followed in the Smoot-Hawley bill. It has been written 
by Americans in the interest of the American people. It will 
stimulate busines . It will give emploJIDent to hundreds of 
thousands of American laborers in the production of American
made commodities which are now made in foreign countries by 
foreign labor. 

Our country can not enjoy substantial prosperity unless our 
labor population is given employment at a wage in keeping 
with our American sta_ndard of living which will enable them to 
enjoy the necessities and comforts of life and lay aside some
thing for the inevitable rainy day, The American wage must 
be sufficient to enable our vast labor population to buy the 
products of the American farmer and the American manufac
turer. Such a condition can be produced and maintained only by 
our adherence to the policy of American tariff protection. There 
.are those who would let down tbe tariff bars so as to permit 
cheap foreign commodities to supplant our American-made goods 
in our home market. Such a tarifr policy would result in the 
crippling and crowding to the wall of our American industries, 
depriving American laborers of employment and destroying 
their power to buy the farmer's products. It would turn over 
our American market to foreign producers who e commodities 
are made by foreign laborers while hundreds of thousands of 

our own laborers would be reduced to idleness and want. I 
can not subscribe to s.uch a tariff policy. 

FOREIGN COMPETITION 

A large number of American laborers are in idleness to-day 
because laborers in foreibll countries are employed in the manu
facture of foreign goods that are being sold in America, while 
such goods should be manufactured here by those idle American 
laborers. I believe the passage of this tariff bill will mean jobs 
for many of them. I am vastly more interested in starting the 
wheels of American industry that have been stopped or slowed 
down by the importation of foreign-made goods, so as to create 
jobs for idle American laborers, than I am in passing legislation 
providing for governmental bureaus to seek for them jobs that 
do not exist. · 

Their vote on the Smoot-Hawley bill is a fair test of the 
sincerity of those Members of Congres , who, for months, have 
wailed lip sympathy for our vast army of idle American 
laborers. "By their fruits ye shall know them." American 
laborers will not be convinced of the sincerity of those poli
ticians who have shed crocodile tears over our unemployment 
situation, but who now, when they have opportunity to help 
biing relief, vote instead to give employment to cheap foreign 
laborer~ and shut the door of hope .to our own people. 

PROTECTS SOUTH'S INTERESTS 

This bill provides greater protection to American agriculture 
than any other tariff act in our history. The interests of the 
South have been cared for better than ever before. Duties 
have been increased on almost every product of the farm-dairy 
products, beef, cattle, hides, peanuts, long-staple cotton, vege
table , especially potatoes, trucking products, fruits, cottonseed
oil products, grain, forest products-in fact, every important 
agricultural product produced in the South in competition with 
foreign products. Southern minerals and the products of 
southern manufacturers have been treated fairly in most in
stances. Especially is this true of the mineral products of the 
South. :Mica, porcelain, feldspar, kaolin, and other valuable 
minerals in the South have been given added protection, which 
will greatly benefit our section of the country. 

Not only does this bill carry higher duties on agricultural 
products than any tariff act in our history, but many items in 
the bill have been adjusted so a to be indirectly beneficial to 
the farmers of the country. In fact, no class of our people is 
benefited more by a reasonably protective tariff on manufactured 
goods than our farmers. There is a great cry about overproduc
tion of farm product~. The trouble is more largely undercon
sumption.in our home market. If every family in America were 
well fed according to our American standard of living, there 
would be no surplus foodstuffs and farm products. The farmers 
can not prosper without a healthy home market for their prod
ucts. The home market can be developed to its limit only by 
proyiding jobs at fair wages fo~ our working people. Jobs can 
be so supplied only if our factories can run full time at a 
reasonable profit. 

INTERESTS ARE ONE 

The interests of ·our farmers, our laborers, and our manufac
turers are one. Neither can hope for permanent and substantial 
prof'-lperity at the expense of the other. All must prosper or 
suffer together. How can the manufacturer prosper if labor in 
his own or any other industry is underpaid o1· idle and unable 
to buy his products? If every family in America were ade
quately housed, clothed, and provided with the necessities and 
comforts of life in keeping with our American standard of living, 
there would be no idle manufach.ll'ing plants. Millions are 
without these necessities and comforts because of lack of em
ployment at adequate wages. 

How can the farmer prosper unless he has a home market? 
He can not have a home market if laborers are without profit
able employment. How can labor hope for employment at 
adequate -wages unless the m·anufacturer can run his business 
and make a reasonable profit? If wages do not come from 
profits made by the manufacturer, where will they come from? 
Our laborers, producers, and manufacturers benefit alike from 
protection against unreasonable and destructive foreign com
petition. 

The tariff is not a. panacea for all industrial and economic ills. 
This bill will not solve entirely the unemployment problem. No 
thinking man is deceived to so believe. New inventions, im
proved labor-saving machinery, curtailment in the use of many 
of our manufactured products heretofore staple, by reason of 
n,ew discoveries, substitutes, and changed habits· and fashions 
of life bave all conspired to reduce the number of laborers nece~
sary to operate tbe industries of the country. 

In the last few years improved machinery has replaced 
manual labor to such an extent that world-wide unemployment 
has resulted, creating a problem that is entirely economic and 
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that will be difficult of satisfactory solution. No tariff legisla
tion can solve this problem. This technological unemployment, 
occasioned by improved machinery replacing probably one and 
one-half million American laborers, injuriously affects the pros
perity of every class of -our citizenship. The question is how to 
take up the slack and p1ace these unemployed back at work. 
Where will they go? What will they do? But one step in the 
solution of the oroblem is apparent. Our whole industrial 
structure must be rebuilt to meet the new conditions resulting 
from technological unemployment. 

These replaced laborers must have work. Industry must 
provide that work. Again the farmer, the laborer, the manu
facturer all are injured as the result of this idleness and result
ing inability of the unemployed to buy the comforts of life 
and provide a home market for the farmer and manufacturer. 
Probably the labor cost of manufactured articles will have to 
be increased and spread among the producers of the raw ma
terial, the manufacturer, and the consumer, in order to so ad
just the labor element in manufacture as to give employment 
to a large number of laborers. This will necessarily call for 
readjustment of hours and working conditions. 

A -WORLD PROBLEM 

One thing is very certain. This world problem can. not be 
solved by loud-mouthed politicians whose only knowledge of 
the problem or its solution is that this suffering on the part of 
a large part of our population affords opportunity for them 
to cover up their own shortcomings by cheap appeals to preju
dice and partisan demagoguery. 

Some of the rates of duty in the bill I do not personally ap
prove. Some of them will be of no direct benefit to the people 
I represent. No tariff bill ever passed was perfect. But as a 
whole it is a good bill, and it has my hearty support. I am a 
protectionist from principle. The man who desires a high duty 
on the industries in bis own district or section but fights pro
tective duties on industries in other sections of the country is 
not a protectionist. He is a common mountain razorback hog 
in his tariff philosophy. I stand for the reasonable protection 
of every product and every industry in this country which has 
to meet foreign competition. 

FLEXIBLE CLAUSE BEST FEATURE 

The flexible clause of this bill is its best feature. It will 
tend to take the tariff question out of partisan politics. It is 
especially a godsend to the people of the South as well as to 
its politicians. Strange indeed that the southern Democrats 
in Congress have fought this provision above all others. This 
provision will save them of the inconsistency an<;l embarrass
ment of slipping around committee rooms while protective bills 
are in the making, urging protection for products in their own 
districts and buttonholing protectionists to solicit their influence 
in favor of protection for their own industries, and then raising 
cane on the floor in opposition to "robber tariffs." "settling cam
paign contributions of soulless corporations," "saddling a billion 
dollars consumer's tax on the people for the enrichment of the 
trust and monopolies," and such other Hluminating froth (of 
which most of them are ashamed personally) blown off to keep 
alive ectional and class prejudice at home, but for which most 
of them would be relegated to oblivion. 

This provision will enable producers and manufacturers in 
the South to present their claims for needed protection to an 
impartial nonpartisan body with hope of adjustment, and with 
hope of securing for indu try in that section its fair share of 
the benefits of the American protective policy which has up to 
now been denied it, largely because of misrepresentation in 
Congress. What a price the South has paid through the years 
for the sake of a party name. 

I am not impressed by the opposition of American manufac
turers who have grown rich in this country from the energy and 
efficiency of American laborers and because of the benefits re
sulting from our protective-tariff policy, and who now have 
taken their wealth earned here and invested it in foreign coun
tries in the manufacture there of motor vehicles and machinery 
by cheap foreign labor to be imported back into their own coun
try, thus helping enrich other countries at our expense and pro
viding employment to foreign laborers that should be given to 
our own. As a result of their deceptive cry for cheap motor 
vehir.les and machinery for American farmers, backed by the 
lip sympathy of partisan demagogues, this bill permits those 
foreign-made goods, produced by renegade American industrial
ists, to be imported into this country free of duty. The Ameri
can ·farmer is handed a gold brick under the specious plea of 
giving him cheap farm implements. He will get his cheap trac
tor made by foreign labor, while his own fellow Americans are 
idle, and he will fill his granaries with grain he can not sell 
because Henry Ford and others of his kind have helped destroy 
our home market for farm products by taking employment away 

from American laborers and giving- it to citizens of other coun
tries. But certain appropriately characterized politicians will 
rise on their hind legs and bray about overproduction of farm 
products and the hopeless plight of the farmers of America-a 
condition of their own making. 

FAVORS RESTRICTED IMMIGRATION 

There is another element in Congress opposed to this bill to 
which I desire to pay some attention. I refer to those Members 
from the southern ann rural districts who label themselves "100 
per cent Americans" and talk long and loud in favor of 
restricting immigration in the interest, as they profess, of 
the American laborer. I agree with them, but they go only half 
way. I favor restricted immigration for the same reason I 
favor a protective tariff. I am opposed to foreign laborers 
coming to this country to undermine and cut American wages 
and secure here in America jobs that belong to our own people. 
I also favor a tariff policy that will not permit them to produce 
abroad goods for America that should be produced by our own 
laborers. 

The insincerity of this element I refer to is manifest in their 
vote on this bill. They work to prevent foreign laborers coming 
here to take the jobs of our laborers, and then vote to make it 
possible for them f stay abroad and produce foreign-made 
goods under much more· undesirable living conditions than exist 
here, to be sold in this country, instead of protecting our own 
laborers in their jobs by insuring the manufacture of those goods 
here in America. 

Necessarily a protective tariff means increased prices in most 
cases. But the opponents of protection are entirely unfair in 
their dire predictions of enormous increases in prices to the 
consumer. Their theory that all the raise in a tariff duty is 
reflected in the increased price of the commodity is un ound. 
It does not take into account American competition. So long as 
this Government properly regulates and controls trusts and 
monopolies and interstate commerce so as to protect the prin
ciple of home competition there can be no serious danger of 
exorbitant prices. · 

The difference between the Republican theory and that of 
the Democrats is that the Democrats would in ure low prices 
by forcing the American laborer, the American farmer, and the 
American manufacturer to compete on unequal term with for
eigners, while the Republicans prefer to protect equally all our 
American interests from destructive foreign competition, and 
secure reasonable prices by lively competition among our own 
American people. 

SIMPLE AMmRICANIS!t! 

The Republican tariff philosophy may be expressed briefly 
in a paraphrase of a statement by Abraham Lincoln when he 
said in substance, that if one buys a suit of clothes abroad, he 
gets a suit of clothes, a foreign country gets the money, and a 
foreign laborer gets a job an American laborer ought to have 
had. But if one buys a suit of clothes made in America, be 
gets the suit of clothes, America keeps the money, and an 
American laborer is given a job. This is my tariff philosophy. 
It is good old simple Americanism. And that policy must be 
maintained in this country until the nations across the. ea raise 
their standard of wages and living conditions among the labor
ing class to a parity with our own, which is the highest standard 
in the whole world. 

Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia. 1\ir. Speaker, the principle of 
the protective tariff can not be successfully assailed. Only a 
faulty application of the protective principle enables critici m. 
To fix import duties so as to equalize the difference in labor 
and other costs of production here and abroad is a necessity 
that no one can gainsay in the face of the experience of many 
years. American workers can not live on a scale of wages as 
low as those paid in the countries of the Old World, and the 
other costs that enter into production are such that there is a 
wide difference in the sum tota,l of costs of a commodity in the 
United States and in those foreign countries that would come 
into competition with us. Without tariff duties to equalize the 
difference, American investment and industry would be ruined. 
What other policy could be adopted that would secure and hold 
the American market for American enterprise and indu try? 

If we should wipe out the protective features of our tarifr 
laws and undertake to compete we would be compelled to reduce 
wages, cut down the price of raw materials decrease the outlay 
for distribution, lessen the profits of all who handled the com
modities. To do this would take something out of the pay en
velope of every worker and something from the returns of the 
investor in industry, and affect and injure the normal flow of 
business in every line. The farmers' product would have fewer 
buyers, the storekeeper fewer customer , the bank fewer de
positors, the insurance companies smaller policies, and every
thing we eat, wear, use, or enjoy would have to be cheapened-
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in fact the great mass of the American people would b•e com
pelled to reduce their standards of living. They would be able 
to buy some things cheaper, but it is certain that they would 
not have much to buy with. 

The wealth and power of the United States have been built 
up under the operation of the p:rote<;tive tariff. I can testify
and many others with whom I have discussed the matter
that what small part of this world's goods I have accumulated 
were acquired during those years I lived under a protective 
tariff. The years under a nonprotective tariff were lean, and 
while they were passing, not only industry was paralyzed but 
business generally "marked time." 

To the workingman, the small contractor, merchant and 
trader, professional man and teacher I desire to say that I 
want you to look up t.be record of your home and see if you 
did not pay for it during the years the Nation was under a 
protective tariff. Take your other investments-are they not 
on the same basis? 

Every time the tariff is revised th~re is a floOd of calamity 
prophets vociferous in their denunciation. Did any of their 
prophesies of dire results ever come true? Not one. The fact 
is known to all that the Nation has gone forward in industrial, 
commercial, and financial growth until it is the wonder qf the 
world. Another fact that can not be disputed is that every 
new protective tariff has speeded up business, raised the stand
ard of living, and opened wider the door of opportunity to the 
thrifty. I am not trying to prove this by figures or theory or 
speculation, but to prove it out of the experience of men 
who have toiled and saved. 

The new tariff bill, all during its preparation and considera
tion, has been attacked by some so-called economists who are 
notoriously impractical; by some newspapers that specialize 
in attacks and select matter for display, not because of its 
constructive qualities, but because they pander to a taste that 
seeks destruction in all fields, whether they be governmental~ 
social, moral, economical, or spifitual ; and by those who 
through long years of opposition have become "set" in their 
hostility, iike Ephraim was joined to his idols. The experi
ence of the country, the results achieved, the building up of 
American industry, the advancement that has been accom
plished means nothing to them. Facing the facts does not 
alter their unreasonable and faulty opinions. They are " that 
way " simply because "they are that way." They will appeai· 
·when the next tariff revision takes place, and they will revamp 
all of the old frayed and frothy ~nunciation and calamity 
howling and spread it abroad again, just as they have done in 
the past, and just as they have done over this bill. 

The wing of the Democratic Party which met at Houston iu 
1928 declared in favor of protection, but many of them did not 
live up to that profession. However, while only a few of that 
party favored the whole bill, nearly all of them voted for some 
part of it-in each case that part of the measure which ex
tended protection to the districts they represent. They wanted 
protection from a selfish standpoint, as far as it would benefit 
them locally, but would not join in extending the benefits to the 
great mass of the American people. 

There are those who are pointing to the foreign nations and 
pretending to shiver over what they are saying about this tariff. 
Mo t of this howl comes from American manufacturers who 
were so patriotic (?) that they established factories in coun
tries where they could hire· workers at pauper wages, and, of 
com·se, resent a duty on goods made on the starvation basis. 
These manufacturers wanted to beat the United States immi
gration laws and also to put Americans, working at the same 
kind of production, on an equality with the poorly paid people 
in their factories abroad. Let the foreign countries recognize 
that those who work are human beings, pay them better wages, 
and enable them to raise their standard of living, and then they 
might have some justification for an outcry. We are making 
this tariff for the American people, and making it on the prin
ciple of protecting our workers and keeping American markets 
for .American enterprise and industry. 

Canada objects! Yes ; Canada has a duty on many things. 
Among these, coal. We must pay a duty on every ton of coal 
shipped into Canada from West Virginia. It is a poor rule that 
does not work both ways. 

Other :Members have discussed the various schedules and set 
forth the number of items increased and the number decreased 
and tlie percentages in comparison with former bills. · I only 
care to say, as I did in the beginning, that no criticism can be 
raised against a protectiYe tariff law except on those items 
where the duty is made more than it takes to equal.ize the 
difference in cost of production at home and abroad. After 
many months' study, and on the testimony of experts and prac
tical, experienced man~acturers and agriculturists, unlimited 

discussion and the facts gathered through years by the Tari.ff 
Commission, the rates in this bill have been fixed, and I believe 
that the most of them are sound and will result in great good to 
the American people. If experience should develop that some 
of the schedules are too high to bring about a proper balance in 
domestic and world trade, the flex ible provision under which the 
Tariff Commission and the Pres:dent can adjust such duties, 
will prevent a continuance of any inaccuracy or abuse. 

The protective tariff does not take from the poor and give to 
the rich; it does not take from the rich and give to the poor; it 
does not take from the worker and give to the employer; it does 
not take from the employer and give to the worker, but it pro
vides a system under which both may give and both may take 
and both be benefited. 

When labor and agriculture are prosperous the Nation is 
prosperous and the people hopeful and happy. Tiiis is what the 
new tariff bill will accomplish. A few months will bring a 
great business revival in this country. We will adjust our in
dustry and commerce to the new conditions and go forward to 
greater prosperity. 

The protective tariff laws passed from time to time by the 
Republican Party have been the Nation's stepping stones to 
better wages, higher standards of living, general prosperity, 
and national growth and progress-stepping stones that have 
kept the feet of millions of American men and women and 
children from the muck and the mire of poverty and d "stress. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, the President called Congress in 
special session April15, 1929, for the purpose of enacting legis
lation for the relief of agriculture and to consider a limited 
revision of the tariff for the purpose of putting agriculture on 
a parity with industry. Congress almost unanimously passed 
the farm relief bill, which was simply a mru·keting measure. 

Although this law has been in operation for over a year, 
and the members of the board have had at their disposal half 
of the $500,000,000 authorized to be appropriated, there has been 
no appreciative benefit realized. The great boast that this 
board would stabilize price, particularly the grea,t products such 
as wheat, corn, and cotton, has come to naught. Wheat is sell
ing the cheapest in the history of the Nation; selling for less 
than $1 per bushel on the Chicago market to-day and about 
75 cents on the farm ; cotton is in the same condition, selling 
around 12 cents per pound. This condition exists, notwith
standing the fact the board has loaned almost $150,000,000 to 
stabilize prices. I had hoped this would not prove an experi
ment nor the fulfilling of a political pledge but would be of real 
benefit to agriculture. It is still to be hoped that good will 
result from this legislation, and the money placed in the hands 
of the board will not be a loss to the Government. 

As soon as this law was enacted the tmst barons dicta ted 
and caused to be enacted the most outrageous tariff law that 
was ever placed upon a just and forbearing people. It enables 
the great monopolies, by taxes, to drain the lifeblood from the 
people. There was no demand from the people or from eithe~ 
political party for such an unjust law. Speaker LONGWORTH, in 
his address to the Members of the House when Congress was 
a sembled in special session, asked for modification of tariff 
rates, "as few in number as possible." 

The President has never dared to state his position on the 
tariff, yet it was well known he would sign any bill which the 
monopolies demanded. When the unemployment condition be
came desperate, he called a conference of big business men 
last winter and they came by thousands from all sections of 
the Nation representing the big industries. It was then settled 
they would dictate the exorbitant rates in this tariff bill and 
the President would sign it. 

To ascertain how the tariff affects you, compare the follow
ing rates, provided in the new law, with your income and 
firore how much you pay to make the rich richer and the poor 
po{)rer. Then· answer the question : Are you for this high 
protective tariff tax and will you vote to continue these 
Republicans in Congress? 

WOMilN1S WEAR 

Woolens, worsted dress goods now costing $4 will cost $6.25. 
Silks increased from $5 to $5.75 and cotton dress goods fTom 
$3 to $3.50. Woolen underwear now selling for $2 a snit will 
cost from $2.40 to $2.50, and a $4 suit will cost $5. Untrimmed 
hat now costing $1 will cost $1.45; $3 hat will cost $4.66, a 
$3 felt hat, light weight, will cost about $5.45. Leather gloves 
now costing $2 will sell for $3 and, in proportion, for more 
expensive ones. Women's, men's, and children's gloves are in
creased from 50 cents to $1 per pair, according to the length 
and quality. Cheap jewelry is much higher than ever b~fore, 
while we will be required to pay $12 for a pair of hoes which 
now cost us $10. These figures are based upon the fact there 
is already a. high tariff on all these items except shoes~ 

• 
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M»K'S WEAR 

In addition to the high tax now upon a standard suit or over
coat 'vhich now sells for $35 will be added $5 by reason of this 
tat·iff. The heaviest percentage on men's clothing is in the 
cheaper-priced suits, made in large part from woolen rags. 
The present duty of 7~ cents per pound has been increased to 
18 cents-an increase of 140 per cent. This will add several 
dollars to the price of every suit of clothes by the time it reaches 
the consumer. Sweaters now costing $3 will cost $3.50. Woolen 
underwear now selling at $2 per suit will cost $2.50. Men's 
shirts selling for $1.50 will cost $2 ; a shirt now selling for $3 
will sell for about $4.50; the workman's shirt now costing 50 
cents will sell for 75 cents. Inexpensive hats will be increased 
75 cents. The estimated increased duty on the cheaper felt 
hat and derbies will be from $1 to $1.50. 

H <Tw IT TAXES NEW HOMES OR IMPBOt'ElfEi'iTS 

Those who are able to improve or those desiring to build a 
new home will be required to pay their tax to the tariff barons. 
Lumber, heretofore on the free list, now carries a tariff of $1 
per thousand, although it was provided that telephone poles 
and railroad tiel:i-needed by great corporations-should be free. 
Why should they be free and the humble home of the workman 
taxed? This is more atrocious when it is considered the Gov
ernment guarantees to the railroadN a fair dividend upon their 
investment. · 

Cement, heretofore on the free list, was given a protection of 
6 cents per hundredweight, and will add at lea t $1,000 per mile 
to every mile of good road hereafter built in the United States. 
Senator BoRAH estimates the cement tariff will cost the farmer 
$16,000,000. Cement industrie · are multiplying by the hundreds, 
s lling more products and are in better financial condition than 
ever in their history, and it is a well-known fact they belong 
to a price-fixing association and you can not buy cement from 
<me cheaper than from another. 

Brick, formerly ou the free list, bears a tariff of $1.25 to $1.50 
per thousand. Gla. s, which goes into the windows and doors 
and the glassware used in the home, bears an increased rate, as 
well a paint. This tax on building material will add approxi
mately $100 to the co t of a cheap humble home and have a 
tendency to retard building and improvements except . by the 
wealthy. 

HIDES A:\D LEATHJJR 

A 10 per cent duty is provided on bides on _the theory it is in 
the intere t of agriculture. If the farmer were to receive prac
tically an the benefit of this tariff on hides, he would reap 
about 30 cents for each hide. As a matter of fact he will get 
nothing· the benefit will be reaped by the livestock commission 
men an<l the parker . Whoever heard of a farmer figuring on 
the value of the hide, especially at a 10 per cent increase when 
be ·old or bought a cow? This is only a smoke screen to cover 
up the duty of 20 per cent on shoe . 

one hide will make about 10 pairs of shoes, and shoes which 
are now selling for $5 will hereafter sell for $6. Multiply the 
price you pay for shoes by 20 per cent, and it is easy to ascer· 
tain how much this tax will affect you. For the first time in 
tariff legislation leather of all kinds, from shoe soles to harness 
leather, bears a higher tariff rate. T~e Democrats of the House 
on a roll call endeavored to place htde., leather, and shoes on 
the free list, but were defeated. 

SUOA..R 

l\Io t of our sugar comes from Cuba, which bears a tariff of 
1.76 per hundred. The bill as originally introduced carried a 

rate of $2.40 per hundred, but such a protest came from the 
Democrats and the people all over the country that the Senate 
reduced it to the present rate carried in the bill of $2 per hun
dred. Not long ago, after a thorough investigation, the Tariff 
.Commis ·ion recommended to the President that the rate of $1.76 
per hundred was too high and should be reduc.ed under the 
flexible provision of the tariff, but no action was taken. This 
increa e was for the benefit of the beet growers and the sugar 
refineries, principally of Colorado, and the sugarcane industries 
of Louisiana. The Great Western Sugar Co., of Colorado, 
which produces 48 per cent of the beet sugar of the United 
States, is one of the wealthiest corporations in this country. 
For each $100 originally invested in the stock a profit has been 
made amounting to $1,042.48, and each year it continues to pay 
handsome dividends in cash as well as in stock. Through the 
influence of this corporation, and in order to obtain the votes 
of the two Senators from Louisiana, this high tax was placed 
on sugar. 

Congres3man RAINEY, of Illinois, e~tablishes the fact, if you 
were to divide the total increase of the cost of living caused by 
the sugar tariff each year in this country, by 1,000,000, which is 
the number of acres in sugar beets and cane, you would find the 
levy on the 1)eople of the United State.· is $300 per acre, fo~ aU 

• 

land ~ ed for growing beet and sugarcane. In other language, 
the tariff paid on sugar each year in the t nited State i suffi
cient to pay $200 per acre for all the beet and sugarcane lands 
and to pay for all the refinerie and equipment of those engaged 
in the production and refining of ugar in this country. Thi · , 
tariff on ·ugar i e timated to cost the average family of this 
Nation $7.u0 per year. Is it fair, honest, or right that each year 
the people of the United State should pay enough tax on ugar 
to pay for all the money invested in these industries? All seed 
for beet · are imported from Germany, free of tariff, and the 
work is . 11rincipall~~ done by Mexicans. It i · a well-known fact 
that the cane fields of Louisiana are disea. ed and no longer in 
their present condition can sugarcane be grown in that State 
at a profit. 

'l'HE HOME 

When we come to the home, we find e¥ery necessity of life is 
taxed. The cheaper the article, the more the tariff. Blanket. , 
quilts, linens, glas ·ware, china, knive · and forks, dishes, cooking 
utensil ·, and everything about the kitchen bears a higher rate ; 
queensware and crockery, of the cheap grade, now selling in the 
5 and 10 cent stores for 10 cent ' , will cost 21 cents hereafter. 

Not only will the tax apply to food, clothing, furnishings, 
rugs, and everything about the home, but on medicine and 
surgical instruments. The increased rates on cheaper jewelry, 
watches, and clocks are a tonishing, although the rates on 
pearls and diamonds haYe been reduced 10 per cent. Tooth
brushes, razors and razor blades, bru.,hes, brooms, combs, elec
trical equipments, radios, musical instruments, and record all 
pay tribute to these tariff barons. 

Eight hundred and twenty-five specific increase have been 
made in this bill, making a 20 per cent increase over the tariff 
bill of 1922. It is e timated the :n-erage rate carried in thi bill 
is 40 per cent. It is fair · to estimate a man making $1,200 a 
year will spend $200 of that amount for other than the necessi
ties of life, which arc not taxed, and 40 per cent of the remaindei·, 
or $400, is the tax which he will pay under the tariff law. 

The old saying is true. Under the terms 'of this bill everything 
is taxed from the waddling clothes which greets a newborn 
babe, as well as the baby carriage, medicine, and urgical instru
ments, which preserve its health, life, and happin~ , and when 
the child grows older and dies its e tate pays a tax on its burial 
shroud and the tombstone erected to its memory. 

FARMER 

The farmer is the wor~ hit of any class; he not only uses 
the necessities of life, such as those living in the cities, but :he i 
required to equip himself for farming. Harness leather, which 
has heretofore been free, although harness is higher than 
ever before, under tllis bill bears a duty of 12lh per cent; and 
leather strips and saddles, heretofore free, bear a tax of 15 per 
cent. Forks, hoes, and rakes, formerly on the free li t, are 
taxed 30 per cent. Most farming implements were placed on 
the free list, which is nothing but a camouflage to fool tlle 
farmer; e-verything in the way of steel, copper, aluminum, iron, 
timber, and other metals which go into these farm implements 
are protected by high import duties, whi·~h is added to the man· 
ufactured article and charged to the farmer. One of the biggest 
monopolies of this country is the manufacturing of farm im
plements and machinery ; all fix the same prices and are charg
ing more for farm implements to-day than during war times, 
yet no effort is being made by the party in power to dissolve 
this trust and combination. 

The Republicans claim this bill is greatly in the interest of 
agriculture because a tariff has been placed on many agricul
tural products. There are some rates on agricultural commodi
ties which will benefit the farmers in orne sections of the coun
try, such as small fruit and vegetable farmers, but they are 
negligible as compared with the industrial rates. Where a 
10-cent benefit is given the farmer a dollar is taken away from 
him. 

Tariff on wheat, corn, oats, pork, beef, and other staple farm 
products are ineffective as we produce a la;ge surplus of the~e 
commodities and must depend upon the foreign markets. These 
nations do not ha-ve money to buy our farm products and de-
pend upon exchanging their products for ours. Under this higb 
protective tariff they can not afford to exchange or buy our 
products and it will mean more surplus and a cheaper price. 

Take for instance a duty of 42 cents per bushel on wheat, pro
vided for in this bill, and tell me bow tbe wheat grower can be 
protected or the price of wheat raised by this tariff? We ex
port approximately 200,000,000 bushels of the wheat produced 
each year, and the price of wheat is governed by the foreign 
market. In 1929 we produced 806,508,000 bu ·bels of wheat and 
there was only imported into this counh·y 37,231 bushel , or 
one two-hundredths of 1 per cent of the amount produced. Any
one with two ideas above the savage in the jungle of Africa 
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could readily see the importing of wheat into this country does and given protection. To-day it stands for a reasonable and 
not affect the price and there is not a chance in the world for fair protection for industries and certainly for labor and agri· 
the tariff on wheat to give any relief to the farmer. Instead culture. It stands for equal rights to all and special privileges 
of relief it is an injury to him because the other nations of the to none. 
world revolt at the high tariff they have to pay on the products In keeping with the policy of my party and to protect the 
they import into this country and exchange for our wheat. infant industries of this country, I collected the facts and made 

The same is true of corn, oats, cotton, and most of the other the only speech before the committee and the House on canned 
staple crops of this country. tomatoes. Under the Democratic tariff law, the tariff rate was 

THE DEBENTURE PLAN 25 per cent but in 1922 the Republicans, evidently through over· 
The only way to make· the tariff benefit the farmer is through sight, cut the tariff rate down to 15 per cent, and placed a 10 

the export debenture plan. This plan, coupled with the agricul- per cent tariff on tin, which caused the tomato-canning industry 
tural rates CaiTied in the bill, would be of great financial bene- to become almost insolrent. 
fit. If we are to have a high protective tariff for the industries This bill originally carried 25 per cent, but after my argu-

f th E t, b d · ment the House and Senate increased the rate to 50 per cent 
0 e as w Y not an export ebenture for farm products? which is now the law. This was required to protect the can~ 
The debenture was placed in the bill by the Senate but un-
fortunately eliminated by the overwhelming Republican rna- ners on account of Italy being able to employ labor at 8 cents 
jority in the House. The debenture provided that on all com- a day and flood the American market with cheap canned to
modities exported the Government should issue a certificate to matoes. In my congressional district there are approximately 
the owner of the product for one-half the tariff on that item, 100 canneries, and the Ozark region cans 30 per cent of all the 
and these certificates would be redeemable in paying tariff. to~atoes of the United States. This tariff will benefit the 
The operation of this plan would mean if a farmer exported tomato growers and the canning industry and enable them to 

· wheat, the Government would issue a certificate for 21 cents prosper. 
on each bushel, being one-half the tariff on wheat. These cer- This country is committed to the policy of a tariff, but the 
!ificates could be sold to those paying tariff on goods imported day has come and gone when the American public will stand 
mto this country. Cotton having no tariff rate was provided for such exorbitant taxation as contained in this measure. 
for under the debenture plan at 2 cents per pound and would ~oreign nations are up in arms and protesting against America 
thus benefit to the extent of $10 per bale. It is claimed that lding ~ protection wall so high and strong that it can not 
.this would be a subsidy and require the Government to lose b~ penetrated or scaled by foreign commerce. It means they 
money which it would otherwise collect on tariff. But if these will go elsewhere to exchange their products for such things 
high tariff rates are .good for the Government and the eastern as Am~rica bas to sell. This tariff law has been denounced by 
industries, it is nothing more than fair that one-half of the ~ost of .the leading newspapers and journals of this country, 
tariff on exported surplus should go to relieve the farmers in Irrespective of politics. Over a thousand leading economists 
thei~· distre~sed condition. It would stimulate business, give recently set forth their reasons in opposition to this bill· the 
fo~e1~ nations better chance to exchange commodities, and farm organizations are bitterly oppo ed to it and the hard
brmg m more goods upon which a tariff would be paid to the ships which it works upon agriculture. Many of the great cap
Government. tains of industry are bitterly denouncing the measure, claiming 

Republicans formerly claimed the tariff did not raise the the. rates are shocking and will kill business . with foreign 
price of articles and the consumer was not required to pay this nations, stagnate business, and Iowe1· prices on commodities pro
tax, but it· is now conceded that such an argument was false. duced in this country. 
Under the tariff law when goods are imported into this country If a voter is in favor of this tax be should vote to keep the 
they are met at the seaports and required to pay to the custom Republican Party in power. It is high time the rank and file 
office-rs the import duties specified in the tariff law. For in- should quit voting the Republican ticket simply because their 
tance, if the suit of clothes I have on could be made and sold fathers and mothers were Republicans. Most of the fathers and 
in this country at a reasonable profit for $30 and there was a mothers who caused the Republican Party to be what it is 
tariff of $10 placed upon this suit, it would mean before the to-day, if living, would not approve of such a policy. The Sen
foreign merchant could compete with the domestic merchant he a~rs from ~isconsin and practically all of the other progres
would have to pay into the Treasury of this country $10 on the Slve Rep~bhcan Senators west of the Mississippi fought and 
suit as a tariff or import duty. As a result of this high tariff voted agamst this infamous tariff bill. 
he ~an not compete with ~e American merchant · and pay thi~ The day the President announced be would sign this bill one 
tar~; thereforer the Amencan merchant adds this protective of the greatest crashes occurred on Wall Street. Where is this 
tariff onto. the. price of the suit, sells it for $40, and places the prosperity which the Republicans claim they always produce 
$10 profit m his pocket. A high protective tariff means what it when in power? If it does not exist, who is responsible? Banks 
says .. Its .friends. want a tariff so high that it will protect are failing all over the Nation, interest rates are sky bigb, land 
Amencan mdustr1es and keep out competition. If this is not banks no longer make loans on farms because the rate of inter
the working of the tariff, why is it these great industries est is too low, Wall Street bas a crash every few days, the 
demand it? It can thus be readily seen that the tariff is notbin(,. unemployment situation is distressing, bread lines are formed 
but a tax and the protection is not the protection the consume~ in the larger cities to take care of the hungry, mortgages are 
1·eceives, nor the laborer receives, but the protection the manufac- being foreclosed, business and agriculture is depressed, and still 
turing industries receive, which protection goes not into the the Republican Party now in control places a higher tax and 
Federal Treasury but into the treasury of the p;oteded indus- burden upon the people than was ever thought of before. It is 
trie . It is the pursuing of this policy that has caused the wealth time to decide whether you will join with Democracy and the 
to accumulate into the bands of a few, and bas caused 80 many progressive Republicans in their fight for equal rights to all
~~lionaires to be made in .this country, all to tbe deb.~ent and con umers, labor, and agriculture-or be caught in the ava
lllJUlJ' of the l)Oor, labormg, and agricultural people of this lanche which will bury in November those defendinu and pro-
country. Its tendency is in keeping with the policy of the tecting special interest. Think it oyer. e 

Republican Party:_a strong centralized Government and the .Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the producers of long-
accumulation of the wealth into the hands of a few. staple cotton in the South and Southwest are gratified that the 

Not satisfied with the higher rates contained in thi bill the tariff act of 1930 carries a duty of 7 cents per pound on cotton 
flexi?le pro~sion was inserte('l which gives the President au- having a staple of llh inches or more in length. The average ad 
tbonty to ra1se or lower the tariff 50 per cent. Of course, the valorem rates under the tru·iff act of 1922, calculated upon the 
producer ~J?-OW they will not be represented. The future will basis of 1928 imports, is 38.75 per cent, while the average rate 
?e a .repetlt~o.n of the past: All changes will be increases. It under the act of 1930, is 41.14 per cent. The average of Scbedul~ 
IS this prov1 Ion that President Hoover so strenuously insisted 7, covering agricultural products, is 35.07 per cent, while the 
upon. This cb~ge~ the taxing power, delegated to Congress average of Schedule 9, embracing the manufactures of cotton, is 
unde~ the Constitution, and vests it in the President. A vicitms 46.42 per cent. The duty of 7 cents is equivalent to an ad 
Pre~Id~nt could. us~ it for political purposes and obtain large valorem rate of approximately 25 per cent on Delta staples. 
<·ampa1gn contributions from highly protected monopolies and POLITICAL PARTIEs 
thus perpetuate his party in power. Prior to and certainly since 1928 both the Republican and 

It hB:s neve~ been th~ policy of Democracy to be opposed to a Democratic Parties have stood for the protective theory and for 
protective tariff, and, m fact, in the early history of our Gov· the protective tariff, as opposed to free trade or to a tariff for 
er~~ent, when this party was in power for many years, it revenue only. The platforms of 1928 recognized the inequalities 
imtiated and pursued the policy of a protective tariff· but when of tariff legislation between manufacturing and agriculture. 
these protected industries became rich and opulent a~d came to The Republican platform declared that the home market be· 
Congres.'! and made demands the party then realized it was time longed to the American farmer, and that it should be reserved 
~be people of the country should be taken into consideration 1 to him. Differences between foreign wages and foreign costs 
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of living are to be considered in agriculture as well as in manu
.facturing. President Herbert Hoover asserted that the tariff is 
the major factor, if not the basis, in legislation for farm relief. 
Thert is an ideal opportunity for the application of the doctrine 
of protection in the case of long· staple cotton. The producer 
will be ben.fi.tted if the American market is reserved to him. 
Both political parties promised to remove the inequalities be
tween agriculture and manufacturing. 

A great deal has been said about a Democratic tariff and a 
Republican tariff. The object of tariffs is to improve and not 
destroy trade and commerce. The real measure of tariff duties 
in the platform of both parties is the difference between do
mestic and foreign costs of production. The parties differ not 
so much on tariff principles as in their application. Republican 
tariffs on the manufactured products are high. Democratic 
tariff · have undertaken to do equal justice to industry and 
agriculture. Republican tariffs carry higher rates in the manu
facturing schedules. 

Agriculture is discriminated against. Tariff rates on manu
factures are effective, while tariff rates on agricultural crops of 
which there is a considerable exportable surplus ate not gener
ally effective. The purpose of a tariff is to protect the Ameri
can producer by reserving to him the American market, which is 
the largest market in the world. The aim is to protect the 
American producer against impotis. Who needs the protection, 
the farmer or the manufacturer? Four-fifths of the total im
ports in 1927 were agricultural. The -real competition is . . 
tween the domestic and foreign producers of agricultural 
products. ; 

WORLD TRADE 

The domestic trade aggregates $90,000,000,000 annually, while 
our foreign trade, including imports and exports, aggregates 
$9,000,000,000. The domestic market is therefore ten times 
ureater than the foreign market. It is easily seen, therefore, 
that the domestic manufacturer is greatly benefited by exclud
ing the foreign manufacturer from the greate t market on earth. 
The Republican Party undertakes to justify high industrial 
rate by asserting that our foreign trade has increased under 
Republican tariffs. They boast of the increase. They neglect 
to say, however, that the chief item of our exports is cotton. 
It i approximately one-fifth of the value of our exports. It is 
the determining factor in our world trade. Under protective 
tariffs heretofore no part of this, the gre;.ttest of all domestic 
crop , was protected. The Republican Party might as well claim 
credit for our increase in population, wealth, and education. 

I submit that domestic production and general expansion are 
in a large measure responsible for the increase in foreign trade. 
It results not because of but in spite of high industrial rates. 
The fair question is not whether there has been an increas~ in 
foreign trade but whether the United States has increased its 
share in the foreign trade. The fair question is whether our 
foreign trade has kept step with our increase in domestic 
trade and with our increase in production. It is significant 
when we consider the effect of the tariff that the American 
share in world trade has declined slightly since 1922, according 
to the statement of E. Dana Duran, chief of the division ·of 
stati. ·tical research, Department of Commerce, on May 18, 1929, 
although exports and imports have increased in volume. The 
increa e has followed tlle expansion of trade. It is not a ques
tion of whether our export trade has increased or not. It is a 
question of whethe.r our share has increased. 

COMPK.I'ITIVE TARIFF 

Progressive manufacturers are in favor of the principle of 
protection but they suggest caution in the application of the 
principle. ' They will be satisfied with a competitive tariff. 
They do not want the case overstated. They know that pro
hibitive tariffs . will binder our foreign trade and end in re
prisais. Personally I oppose free trade. I oppose a tariff for 
revenue only. I believe in a reasonable and effective tariff 
that will foster agriculture and manufacturing at home and pro
mote trade and commerce abroad. I supported many of the 
rate in the present bill, but I could not support the act, because 
the benefits to agriculture, and particularly to the cotton 
growers are small compared with the burdens imposed upon the 
cotton grower. 

The duty on staple cotton is more than offset by the increased 
duties on the necessities of life. A prohibitive tariff, an unjust 
tariff is one of the greatest obstacles to an economically sane 
and balanced agriculture. I favor a ·competitive tariff, which 
is 'the only reasonable tariff. 

AGRICULTURE AND I?.'DUSTRY rN THE ACT OF 11130 

In the older countries agriculture has been subordinated to 
industry. The protective tariff in the United States to-day 
promotes industry at the expense of agriculture. When the 
farmer asks for equality of treatment he is told that economic 
laws must run their course and that the price of farm products 

is governed by the law of supply and , (lemand. This is rank 
hypocrisy. I would gladly have supported a tariff act that 
provided equality between industry and agriculture and that 
contained legislation to make effective the tariff on agricultm·al 
crops of which we produce an exportable surplus. An honest 
tariff act should contain the provi ·ions that give the farmer 
the equivalent benefit of the tariff. It may be bounty or de
benture. The manufacturer profits by a tariff; while the 
farmer, with other consumers, pays the price. In the last 
analysis the tariff, the bounty, and · the debenture are all 
subsidies. 

President Hoover advocated a limited revision of the tariff, 
primarily in aid of agriculture. There are rates that will 
benefit certain farmers, but the benefits are more than offset 
by the increased cost of living and of production. 

The farmer will pay $10 for every dol1ar in increase that pe 
receive . There is a tariff of 42 cents a bushel on wheat and 
a tariff of 25 cents a bushel on corn. Ail statesmen, however, are 
agreed that a duty on agricultural product • of which we produce 
an exportable surplus is not effective as a matter of protection. 
I repeat, a fair tariff should contain provisions to make these 
rates effective. The remedy is a reasonable tariff. There is . 
no reason why every article or product that is imported, where 
there is domestic production, should not pay a reasonable duty. 
Foreign manufacturers and foreign producers should contribute 
to the expense of the Government. The public interest is pro
moted by free coffee and free rubber, because there is no domes
tic production. Such is not the case, however, with cotton. 
Moreover, the agricultural problem is national. Manufacturing 
can not prosper permanently without agriculture. 

PROTECTION 

It matters but little what our theories on tile tariff are. 
Protection now obtains in all countrie . There mu t be protec
tion for all or none. We are face to face with conditions and 
not theories to-day. Forty years ago it looked as if free trade 
would dominate the world. England had free trade before the 
World War for 75 years. She was the great creditor nation of 
the world. But the World War changed conditions. The lead-
ing nations of the world have gone to protection. _ 

The Democratic and Republican Parties recognize that the 
protective theory now obtain8. The difference between the two 
parties, as I have said, is in the application, rather than in prin
ciple. I favor a tariff that permits imports on a competitive 
basis. I oppose a tariff that prohibits imports. I advocate a 
tariff that promotes trade and commerce. I believe in Amer
ica. The domestic producer, whether manufacturer or grower, 
with his undisputed efficiency should be placed on equal or 
better terms than his foreign competitor. 

The theory· of a tariff to promote infant industries wa dis
carded long ago. Those who advocate unjust industrial rates 
now offer as their favorite plea the protection of American 
labor. This is bolstering high protection by mere claptrap. 
Other countries have higher tariffs than the United States. 
Laboring classes are not maintained by higll tariffs. Their 
standards are promoted by efficient production. 

Furthermore, it may be said that unfair protection leads to 
antiquated and inefficient methods of production. May not this 
be the trouble ·with shoe manufacturing in New England to-day? 
May not this be the difficulty with the textiles of New Eng
land? If New England textiles had kept step with the progress 
in improved methods and machinery that has obtained in other 
indu tries, their situation would undoubtedly be better. It may 
be that the sons of former manufacturers are losing becau~e 
they continue to use machinery that is antiquated and should 
have been discarded long ago . . 

One of the dangers of high and dishonest tariffs is monopoly. 
It is easy for manufacturers to organize. They can control pro
duction. They can close down factories. The difficulties of 
both production and organizatioq in agriculture are almost in
surmountable. A fair and just tariff act that may re ult in 
monopoly to the manufacturer should give equivalent relief to 
agriculture. 

TH.F: DUTY BENEFICIAL TO ALL COTTON 

The rate on staple cotton will be beneficial to all cotton. At 
present the premium on long-staple cotton is depres ed, largely 
as a result of importations of Egyptian cotton. The manufac
turers bave been buying long-staple cotton for substantially the 
same price that they usually pay for short-staple cotton. The 
result bas been competition between long-staple and short-staple 
cotton that bas resulted disa 'trously to short-staple cotton. It 
is a fallacy to say that the duty on any import will automati
cally increase the price by the amount of the duty. Production, 
competition, supply, and demand play their part. Stabilization 
of price will undoubtedly result, and I believe that there will be 
an increase in price to the producers of long-staple cotton. 
Staple cotton will be dive.rted from . u. es to which short cotton is 
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auapted, and another result will be the elimination of competi
tion between staple and short cotton, with an increase in the 
price of short cotton. The purpose is to reserve the American 
ma1·ket to the American producer. It will be helpful to analyze 
production and consumption in the light of imports and exports. 

CLASSES AND ESTIMATES 

Domestic cotton is divided into two classes-American upland 
and American Egyptian or Pima cotton. There are two kinds 
of American upland cotton. Cotton having a staple of 1% 
inches or more is called long-staple cotton, and cotton having a 
staple under 1% inches is classed short-staple cotton. The 
American Egyptian or Pima cotton usually has a staple of 1¥2 
inches or more. Formerly there was produced in the South
eastern States a long-staple cotton known as sea-island cotton, 
but in recent years its production has largely disappeared be
cause of the ravages of the boll weevil as well as the importa
tion of Egyptian cotton. One hundred and seventy-nine bales 
were produced in 1928. The seed practically disappeared. 
Fortunately, the Department of Agriculture bad saved some 
seed, and it is believed that the tariff on staple cotton will 
encourage the production of sea-island cotton. All cotton 
throughout the Cotton Belt is produced under boll-weevil condi
tions, hence the national interest in a tariff on long-staple 
cotton. The United States should not be dependent upon any 
foreign country for the production of its staple cotton. We now 
have reliable statistics on the domestic production of staple 
cotton. For the first time Congress provided some two years 
ago for estimates of the grade, staple length, and tenderability 
of domestic cotton. 

PRODUCTION 

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics in their report ot 
April 19, 1929, estimated the production of staple cotton 1% 
inches and more in length in 1928 to be 632,216 bales, while the 
production of American Egyptian cotton was 28,3H) bales. 
The total crop was 14,296,500 bales. 

CONSUMPTIO~ 

For the year ending July 31, 1928, the United States consumed 
537,826 bales of domestic staple cotton and 15,137 bales of Pima 
cotton, while there was consumed 217,584 bales of Egyptian 
cotton and 16,106 bales of Peruvian cotton, which latter cotton 
is about h\ inches and longer in length. The United States 
therefore imports about one-third of the staple cotton consumed 
and exports, as I shall show hereafter, about one-fourth to one
third of its production. It consumes approximately 800,000 
bales of .staple cotton, and there is a domestic production of 
approximately 700,000 bales. A reasonable tariff would stabil
ize the price of staple cotton and lead to the domestic consump
tion of practically all of the staple cotton produced in the 
United States. 

EXPORTS 

There are no Government statistics as to the exports of long
staple cotton. I quote from page 2306 of the Summary of Tariff 
Information, 1929: 

There is some confusion in the trade as to how staple length 1s to 
be measured, and cotton considered 1* inches in certain localities 1s 
considered short staple ~n others, The discrepancy can mt>rely be 
pointed out, not satisfactorily explained here. 

I call attention, however, to the fact that domestic producers 
of staple ~otton had accurate records covering their exports, 
and, as shown by page 4481 of the hearings before the Ways 
and Means Committee, 70 to 75 per cent of Delta staples are 
consumed in the United St~tes. The lack of Government sta
tistics accounts for the discrepancies in the statements as to 
the exports of long-staple cotton. The figures frequently quoted 
.. re furnished by exporters. The discrepancy may also be ex
plained by the fact th~,t staple cotton is usually sold on 
types. The Government statistics cover staples based upon the 
official cotton standards of the Department of Agriculture. 
The Government collects. statistics covering the domestic pro
duction, and it is sufficient to say that exports could not exceed 
production. 

IMPORTS 

The chief imports of long-staple cotton are from Egypt. For 
the year ending July 31, 1928, there were 202,000 bales. These 
imports are increasing. For the year ending July 31, 1929, they 
amounted to 296,286 bales. I may add that the imports of all 
foreign cottons are increasing. For the year ending July 31 
1929, there were imported 457,804 bales, the imports for 192S 
having been 338,226 bales. 

EGYPTIAN COTTON 

As I pointed out in my argument before the Finance Com
mittee of the Senate (Hearings, p. 208), Egyptian export sta
tistics indicate that 30 Rer cent of the cotton exported from 
Egypt to the United States is 1% inches in length and longer, 
while 70 per cent is 1% to 1% inches. 

DELTA STAPLES 

Delta staples are generally 1% to 1% inches in length, and 
are largely grown in the Delta of Mi sissippi, which district I 
have the honor to represent. The average annual production 
is around 500,000 bales. In 1929 there were produced in Mis
sissippi 515,300 bales of staple cotton 1% inches and longer, 
while the total domestic production was 683,200 bales according 
to the report of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics April 18, 
1930. Much short cotton is now being grown also in the Delta 
of Mississippt Delta staples are also grown in AI·kansas and 
Louisiana, while staple cotton comparable to Delta staples is 
raised in the Southwest and to a limited extent throughout the 
Cotton Belt. American Egyptian or Pima cotton is grown in 
Arizona, New Mexico, and California, but principally in Arizona. 

SUBSTITUTION 

Egyptian uppers are competitors of Delta staples. Two-thirds 
of Egyptian imports are uppers. Deltas and uppers may be 
used substantially interchangeably, Delta staples can be sub
stituted for Egyptian uppers. This is the great benefit of the 
duty on staple cotton. The Mississippi Delta will be the chief 
beneficiary. Sakellarides is the competitor of Pima cotton. 
The duty will benefit Pima cotton. It can be substituted for 
SakeUarides. 

PREMIUMS 

Ordinarily, there is a premium or difference in price between 
short cotton and long-staple cotton. It varies from 2 to 10 cents 
per pound. There is a similarity between prices of domestic 
staples and foreign staples. The relative price of staple and 
short cotton depends upon importations and upon productions. 
There is no fixed difference and the price varies from year to 
year, and is determined by productions and importations. Im
portations have increased in recent years. There has been a 
larger carry-over, which constitutes a weight on the market, and 
this has resulted in an unprecedented depression in the price of 
domestic staples. The premium received for staple cotton usu
ally determines its production. 

It is more hazardous to grow staple cotton than it is to grow 
short cotton, particularly under boll-weevil conditions, and hence 
it is that with foreign competition, the production of the longer 
staple cotton has decreased in the United States. It costs more 
to produce long-staple cotton than short cotton. The yield per 
acre is much less. The growing season is much longer. A re
duction in premium or price results in small production. While 
staple cotton is produced in Texas, and to a limited extent in 
all of the cotton-growing States, the production is more largely 
established and more extensive in the Mississippi Delta than in 
aJJ other cotton-producing States combined. 

The lridustry is now depressed. Very small premiums have 
obtained for- the last three years. I should say that the aver
age has been less than one-fourth the average premium of former 
y~ars. A reasonable tariff with an increase in premiums and a 
stabilization in price will do much to rehabilitate the growing 
of long-staple cotton in the Mississippi Delta and elsewhere. 

COSTS OF LABOR 

Labor is the major cost in any production. This applies to 
the raw as well as the manufactured material. It_ is generally 
conceded that foreign costs of labor are 40 per cent less than in 
the United States. The costs of labor in Egypt are- probably 
one-fourth what they are in the United States. A report from 
the American consul at Alexandria, Egypt, Mr. Raymond H . 
Geist, dated December 22, 1928, stated that the daily rates of 
agricultural workers were from 30 to 50 cents for men and 15 · 
to 25 cents for women and children in Egypt. The wage rate in 
the staple areas of the South and Southwest is from $1.25 to 
$3 a day. Again, the American vice consul at Alexandria, Egypt, 
Mr. Jo eph I. Touchette, on September 30, 1927, in submitting a 
report on the cost of the production of cotton in Egypt, among 
other things, said : 

The pickers, mostly children, are divided into groups of from 10 to 15, 
with an overseer in charge who does not spare the lash, whlch he 
usually carries, if any ripe cotton is left behind by the children. 

Cotton pickers in Egypt are paid from 71'2 to 25 cents per 
day for picking staple cotton. They earn from $1 to $3 per 
day in the United States. 

FOREIGN TARIFFS 

Egyptian cotton is all long staple. There are two classes: . Other countries producing cotton, and particularly staple 
Uppers, which is 1% inches in length and shorter, and Sakel- cotton, have a duty on imports. The tariffs as compiled by 
larides, whlch is 1-h inches in length and longer. the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce on .Tanua;ry 
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29, 1929, show that Mexico has a duty of 5.1 cents per pound ; 
Peru, 6.6 cents per pound ; Brazil, 7.19 cents per pound ; and 
Egypt, 8 per cent. Since 1916 Egypt bas baa ·an embargo on 
cotton. No cotton can be imported int~ Egypt. The Egyptian 
Government also imposes an export tax of 2% per cent on all 
cotton exported. Egyptian cotton has, therefore, had access to 
American markets without contributing in any wise to the costs 
of our Government, while the American consumer is paying a 
part of the costs of the Egyptian Goverp.ment. Surely the 
United States should treat domestic producers as well as other 
governments treat their cotton growers. 

There was a tariff on all cotton in the United States, begin
ning with the act of 1790, which levied a duty of 3 cents per 
pound, including the act of 1866, which also levied the same 
duty. Raw cotton was eliminated first by the act of 1883, and 
has been exempt from duty since, except for the period of the 
emergency act of 1921, which was in effect from· May 7, 1921, to 
September 21, 1922, and this act provided for a tariff· of 7 cents 
per pound only on cotton 1% inches and longer. The act of 
1930 provides for a tariff on Delta staples for the first time 
since . the Civil War. Raw cotton is included in the tariff pic· 
ture for the first time since the War between the States. 

TARI.Fll' EFFECTIVE 

The emergency tariff act of 1921 was effective. I refer to 
page 2304, Summary of Tariff Information, 1929: Sixteen thou
sand bales of Sakellarides cotton were imported during the 
emergency tariff act in 1921 and 31,000 bales in 1922, while in 
the year 1928 approximately 66,000 bales were imported. The 
duty was beneficial. It has been tried and found effective. 
Imports will be decreased ~d there will be stabilization, as 
well as increase in price. 

AMERICAN USES OF EGYPTIAN COTTON 

From 50 to 60 per cent of Egyptian imports are used in mak
ing tire fabrics. The annual importation has been around 
225,000 bales, and uppers are largely used in tire fabrics. while 
Sakellarides is used in fine tlu:eads and fine fabrics. The hear
ings before the Ways and :Means Committee and before the 
Finance Committee disclosed that Delta staples can be substi
tuted for Egyptian uppers, especially in the tire trade~ The 
mills have substituted when the premium on Egyptian uppers 
was too high. The manufacturer himself has answered the 
argument as to substitution. Until the growth of sea-island 
cotton has been resumed it may be admitted that 50,000 bales of 
Sakellarides, the longest Egyptian cotton, are needed by Ameri
can industries, particularly in fine fahrics and in the manufac-

. ture of heavy tirf'S suitable for trucks or busses. Pima cotton 
has been substituted. 

IMPORTANCE 

The question is: Will the American grower of staple cotton be 
denied the benefits of the tariff for the ·advantage of those who 
consume 50,000 bales of imported cotton? While there are 
thou ands of employees in the comparatively few mills that use 
Egyptian cotton, there are hundreds of thousands of Americans 
toiling in the fields of the South to compete with the cheapest 
labor in Africa. 

Staple cotton averages about 5 per cent of the domestic pro
duction, and the value of the annual crop ranges from $100,-
000,000 to $150,000,000. Only 2 per cent of the textiles used 
in the United States is imported, while approximately 35 per 
cent of the staple cotton consumed is imported. · If the tariff 
should be denied to 5 per cent production, affected by 35 per cent 
imports, by the same token there would be no tariff on cotton 
manufactures, for only 2 per cent is imported. 

COMPETITION 

The Tariff Commission has investigated the question of com
petition. Their conclusions are impartial. I quote from page 
2?04, the Summary of Tariff Information, 1929 : 

Egyptian cotton is the most important competitor of American-grown 
cotton in the domestic market, as all of the imports from Egypt are 
over llk inches in staple length. 

I quote again from page 2305 : 
Average annual imports of cotton having a staple of 1% inches and 

over are more than four times as large as the domestic Pima crop, with 
which such imports are competitive. 

I quote further from page 2306 : 
Domestic long-staple cottons are subject to foreign competition, which 

varies with the length of staple. 
THREAD AND TIRES 

The representatives of the thread and tire industries opposed 
a tariff on staple cotton. Both have a tariff. The thread and 
tire manufacturers use domestic and foreign staple rotton. 
The tariffs on the manufactures of staple cotton have been in-

creased m~terially in the act of 1930. ·The opposition to ·the 
proposed duty on staple cotton is protected. The manufacturer 
has been·. protected through the years. The textile indu try 
favors free raw cotton. It favored free raw cotton when there 
was ample sea-island cotton. The opposition to a tariff on 
staple cotton is based upon the contention that there is no 
real competition between domestic and foreign staples. The 
opponents asserted that there could be no substitution. The 
manufacturers are interested. They want cheap cotton. That 
is natural. The manufacturer want free material. That is 
selfish. 

The chief increases in the tariff act of 1930 on cotton manu
factures are on the manufactured products of staple cotton. 
It is most• inconsistent in the textile manufacturers, the chief 
beneficiaries of the protective system, to oppose corresponding 
benefits to the growers. 

I shall not repeat the arguments that I made in support of 
a tariff on staple cotton ori January 25, 1000, as hown by 
page 2396 of the REcoRD, nor shall I repeat the arguments that 
I made on May 11, 1929, as shown by page 1159 of the RmooRD, 
but the fair conclusion is that too manufacturers have substi
tuted and can u e Egyptian and domestic staples interchange
ably. I pointed this out in my arguments before the Committee 
on Ways and Means and before the Finanre Committee of the 
Senate. I emphasized the matter in my remarks on Monday, 
May 20, 1929, as shown by page 1591 of the RECORD. 

The Tariff Commission has stated that there is competition 
which involves substitution. 

There is a tariff on all the manufactured products of staple 
cotton, including thread and fine fabrics. There is a tariff of 
25 per cent ad valorem on tire fabrics -and approximately 25 
per cent on threads. There is a tariff of 10 per cent on automo
biles. The tariff on fine fabrics has been materially increased. 
The American market has been re erved to tile thread and to 
the tire industry. Cotton manufacturers have a monopoly. 

OPPOSITION INCONSISTENT 

In addition to the 10 per cent ad valorem on automobiles, 
there is a duty of 25 per cent on automobile trucks, and as I 
have stated, there is a duty of 25 per cent on tire fabrics. It 
is estimated by the Tariff Commission in their summary, 1929, 
that at the beginning of 1928 there were 29,700,000 automo
biles, of which 82 per cent, or 24,200,000, were in the United 
States and Canada. In 1927 exports were 15 per cent of the 
domestic production. The Tariff Commission also finds that the 
United States produces over 80 per cent of the tires of the 
world. The importations are negligible. Tire fabrics have no 
competition from abroad. The American market has been re
served to them. Surely, neither the textile manufacturers nor 
the tire manufacturers can complain if the American market is 
reserved to the growers of staple cotton, who are only askin~ 
that they be given the very market that has been reserved to 
American textiles and American tires. 

Ex-Senator Henry F. Lippitt, representing tbe New England 
textile manufacturers, Mr. F. 0. McDevitt, representing the 
Page l\1ills, Mr: John B. Clark, and Mr. R. C. Kerr, representing 
the thread industry, and Mr. M. E. Clark, representing the tire
manufacturing industry, appeared before the Ways and :Means 
Committee of the House and the Finance Committee of the 
Senate. They all admitted that staple cotton needed relief, and 
ex-Senator Lippitt actually proposed a bounty for long-staple 
cotton. The product is certainly entitled to protection, and the 
case is fully made out when a New England statesman advo
cates a bounty in its behalf. Our opponents are the high priests 
of protection for manufactures but free traders when it comes 
to raw materials. They conducted a vigorous campaign in oppo
sition to the proposed tariff on staple cotton. I answered their 
contentions and replied to their arguments dming the ~onsidera
tion of the tariff legislation. I made the opening argull!ent for 
a duty on staple cotton before the Ways and Means Committee, 
on February 23, 1929, as shown by page 8438 of the. hearings. I 
answered the criticisms and misrepresentations on the floor of 
the Honse on January 25, 1930. I invoked the doctrine of Pres
ident Hoover, who maintained that the tariff was the chief 
factor in agricultural relief. I pleaded that the platform decla
rations of both parties be followed. I urged that there is a 
place for the application of the protective policy in the matter 
of staple cotton. I endeavored . to be just, fair, and reasonable. 
I appealed to reason. I relied upon facts and presented reliablf' 
statistics. I invoked fair play and equal treatment. I main
tained that if the tariff is to be utilized in aid of agriculture, 
a reasonable tariff should be granted to the growers of staple 
cotton. · 

During tile conference on the tariff bill a desperate effort was 
made by the tire-manufacturing industry to defeat the duty on 
'staple cotton. The tire industry uses from 700,000 to 1,000,000 
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bales of cotton annually. Approximately 600,000 bales of this 
cotton is 11h inches and longer in length. -Heretofore 150,000 
bales of Egyptian have been u ed. The tire industry uses 
largely Egyptian uppers. The duty on staple cotton should re
sult in their using Delta staples. 

SHORT-STAPLE COTTON 

There is no good reason why there should not be a reasonable 
tariff on all cotton. We import about 25,000 bales of Peruvian 
cotton, but it is fair to state that i.t is not used in either the 
tire or thread industry. The annual imports of all cotton now 
aggregate 500,000 bales. Those who enjoy our markets should 
conhibute revenue to the support of our Government. Domestic 
cotton can be substituted for practically all foreign cottons, 
whether they are raised in Mexico, China, India, Russia, Brazil, 
Peru, or Egypt 

There is no reason for a tariff on a product where there is no 
uomestic production, but if the tariff is to be used to protect 
domestic industries, it should be utilized to protect American 
agriculture where there is any domestic production. 

Our total cotton production is approximately 15,000,000 bales 
annually. From 50 to 60 per cent is exported. A tariff on 
short cotton without the debenture or bounty to make it effective 
would not result in protection, and it would not be treating 
agr'iculture fairly. 

A tariff on staple cotton will be of benefit to the growers of 
. hort cotton. The consumers will now use short cotton where 
they formerly used staple cotton. A premium on staple cotton 
will be insured and there will be a better demand for short 
cotton. There is no good reason to deny the tariff to staple 
growers merely because the manufacturer now needs some 
50,000 bales of Sakellarides. The domestic grower should be 
encouraged because domestic requirements are being so fully 
and completely met. A tariff on short cotton was voted down in 
the Senate. An amendment by Senator HEFLIN for a tariff on 
hort cotton was defeated. 

We do not produce enough sugar for domestic consumption. 
We produce only one-fifth of our domestic requirements for 
sugar and only two-fifths of our domestic requirements for wool. 
If ~e arguments of the opponents of a tariff on staple cotton 
had obtained, there would be no tariff on either sugar or wool. 

COlfPE~SATORY DUTIES 

Generally a duty on the ra\v product implies a compensa
tory duty. I pointed out in the arguments that I made during 
the consideration of the tariff that the growers had no objection 
to a reasonable compensatory duty. Ex-Senator Henry F. 
Lippitt, as shown by page 8484 of the hearings before the Ways 
and Means Committee, and as shown by his statement on page 
182 of the Senate hearings, maintained that in ·the event of a 
tariff on staple cotton there should be a compensatory duty 40 
per cent greater than the duty on raw cotton. This would have 
made a compensatory rate of 9.7 cents per pound. 

The tariff act of 1930 is more generous to the manufacturer. 
In addition to the general duties on tire fabrics, thread, and 
cotton manufactures there is, as shown by paragraph 924 of the 
tariff act of 1930, an additional or compensatory duty of 10 
cents per pound on the cotton contained in all the manufactures 
of cotton having a staple of 11As inches or more in length. 
There can be no just cause for further complaint by ·the 
manufacturers. There is generally a loss of 30 per cent in spin
ning cotton. The loss in manufacture is considered in fixing an 
accurate compensatory rate. Ten pounds of raw cotton yields 
7 pounds of spinnable cotton. The act of 1930 follows the 
recommendation of the Tariff Commission in fixing compensa-

tory rates. · Generally, compcensatory duties are designed to off
set the disadvantages which may a~rue to manufacturers, be
cause of duties on their raw materials. To offset accurately 
such a disadvantage, compensatory duties must be based not 
on the amount of the raw material in the finished product but 
on the quantity of the raw material required for the manufac
ture of the finished product. 

The history of compensatory duties is interesting. The emer
gency tariff act of 1921 carried a compensatory duty of 7 cents 
per pound. The act of 1930 is more liberal. The manufacturers 
are accorded every protection because of the duty on staple 
cotton. Most of the early tariff rates levied a single ad valorem 
rate upon cotton manufactures, but in some of the acts, es~
cially from 1861 to 1866, compound rates were applicable to the 
manufactures of cotton. 

Dr. F. W. Tausig, in his Tariff History of the United States, 
states that the compensatory duties on wool manufactures de-
igned to offset the duties on raw material in the tariff act 

of 1861 constituted the fir t appearance in. our tariff history 
of the device of exacting compensating duties. Many rates, 
which include compensating duties, are expressed now as com
pound rates, and they obtain at the present time on the manu
factures of wool. Compound rates include specific or ad 
valorem rates and compensating rates. 

SPECIFIC RATES 

The act of 1930 very materially increases the rates on the 
manufactures of fine fabrics and fine yarns. Staple cotton is 
used in. these manufactures and in the manufacture of thread. 
The Tariff Commission advised me on January 15, 1930, that 
yarns finer than 40s usually require staple cotton of 118 inches 
or more, but staple cotton is also employed usually for strength 
in some coarser yarns. As shown by pages 178 and 180 of the 
Senate hearings, Ex-Senator Lippitt emphasized the fact that 
the parag1:aph on countable cloths is really controlling as to the 
rates on cotton manufactures. Rates are sometimes deceptive, 
particularly in cotton manufactures. Some acts contain ad 
valorem rates, others specific rates on the manufactures of 
cotton. I requested the Tariff Commission to give me the 
equivalent &pedfic rates and equivalent ad valorem rates in the 
tariff acts, beginning with 1890. The comparison of both rates 
is helpful in determining the amount of protection under the 
tariff acts. 

In addition to the ad valorem rate of 25 per cent on tire 
fabrics, there is the additional compensatory rate of 10 cents, 
where these fabrics contain staple cotton, which is 3 cents 
per pound more under the tariff act of 1930 than under the 
emergency act of 1921. Surely the tire industry should be 
atisfied. 

The rate of countable cotton cloths in the act of 1922 is 
28.76 per cent ad valorem, while under the act of 1930 it is 
40.24 per cent, and at the same time the equivalent pecific 
rate has been increased from $0.067 to $0.105 per square yard. 
The price of Delta staples is now. depressed, the premium is 
very small and if the average price for the past 10 years is 
used as a basis, the equivalent ad valorem rate is far less than 
25 per cent which is 10 per cent less than the average duty on 
agricultural products under the act of 1'930. Inasmuch as 
staple cop;on is used in the higher numbers of yarns, countable 
cloths, and in sewing threads, I give below a statement of the 
average rates of duty covering cotton yarn, sewing thread, and 
countable cloths, which are the principal and controlling items 
in cotton manufactures furnished to me by the Tariff Commis
sion on June 18, 1930: 

Average rates of duty 

Tariff acts C-otton yarn C-ott{)n sewing thread and 
handwork cottons Countable cotton cloths 

Total manu
factures of 

cotton 

Equivalen.,t, Equivalent Equivalent Equivalent Equivalent Equivalent Equivalent 
ad valorem specific ad valorem specific ad valorem specific ad valorem 

Per square 
Per cent Per pou.nd Per cent Per 100 vard.! Perum vard Per cM'lt 

Act of 1890_ ----------------------- ___ -------------------------------- 49.96 $0.232 56.33 $0.006 47.26 $0.061 56.77 
Act of 1894 ___ ----------------------------- ---------------------· ----- 39. 4.9 .146 49.05 .005 41.35 .049 46.05 
Act of 1897 _ ---------------------------------------------------------- 32.32 .149 34.63 .005 39.50 . 059 54.05 
Act of 1909.---------------------------------------------------------- 31.43 .177 23.78 .006 42.30 . 068 55.65 
Act or 1913_ --------------------------------------------------------- 22.94 .281 16.30 .005 21.56 .059 34.28 
Act of 1922 1 ___ ------------------ - ------------------ _ --"- ------------- 28.02 .338 20.18 . 018 28.76 .067 45.54 
Act of 1930 2-------------------------------------------------------- 40.64 .520 24.15 .020 40.:U '105 (3) 

I Averages for period from Sept. 22, 19~, to Dec. 31, 1928 ,Inclusive. Averages for entire act of 19~ (from Sept. 22, 1922, to June 17, 1930, inclusive) not obtainable becawe. 
fulal figures for the year 1929 not yet published and figures for the firs~ part of 193C not yet compiled by the Department of Commerce. 

' Averages on basis of imports In the calendar year 1928. Include- cOmpensatory duties. · ·· · · · 
a Not yet computed. Figures shown in this column are average rates on total manulactures of cotton. inclnding not only imports under Schedule 9 but also lace, embroid-

ery, braid, etc., made of cotton. • 
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The cotton manufactures schedule is always difficult. There 

shl''nld be the equivalent specific as well as the ad valorem rates 
for comparison. There bas been an increase in the equivalent 
specific rates as shown by the above table in all the tariff acts, 
beginning. with the act of 1890. · 

Purchasers are interested in cotton yarns by the pound, in 
thread by th·e yard, and in countable cotton cloth by the y~r<;J.. 
The specific rates on these items are now the highest in history. 
If Henry Ford is manufacturing tractors in Ireland to avoid 
American tariffs, so are the manufacturers of thread. I under
stand that the manufacturers of thread operate factoiies in the 
United States and in England and Sc;otland. · 

CONCLUSION 

The rate of 7 cents per pound is reasonable and beneficial. 
The costs of producing Pima cotton and the costs of producing 
Delta staples are substantially the same. The rate was based 
upon the difference in the costs of production. Labor is the 
principal item. Personally, I _advocate a higher duty on the 
longer staples. Rates are generally _ .the re ult of compromise. 
The rate of 7 cents· per pound on Delta staples is reasonable and 
is based upon _facts and careful investigations. . 

The cotton grower is interested in the prosperity of the cotton 
manufacturer. I know the manufactm·ers will be good sports. 
They opposed the duty on staple cotton and they lost. I op
posed the rate of the compensatory duty. It is my view that it 
is too high. · 

The act has passed. I am asking that the growers and manu
facturers cooperate· to promote the growing of staple cotton and 
the prosperity of cotton manufacturers. 

We rejoice in the prosperity of the manufacturers, but we 
advocate equal treatment for the cotton grower. Wool, sugar, 
wheat, corn, cattle, hog , and pork products are protected by 
the tariff. The growers of staple cotton ask for similar pro
tection. There is a duty on pork products. The industry is on 
an export basis. The United States is by far the world's great
est exporter of pork, while Great Britain is the largest im
porter. It is so in the case of cotton. We export from 50 to 60 
per cent of all cotton. This is not true in the case of staple 
cotton. The domestic production, as shown by Government 
stati tics, is not quite equal to the domestic consumption. .A 
tariff on short-staple cotton would be as effective as the tariff 
on pork products. However, the tariff on staple cotton should 
give to the produc_er, just as it now gives to the manufacturer, 
the benefits of the American market, the best and largest market 
in the world. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, after 15 months of anxious 
waiting by an all-suffering and oppressed people, the Congress 
of the United States has finally passed one of the most merciless 
and indefensible high-protective tariff laws ever put upon the 
backs of the American people. -

Mr. Speaker, the exorbitant tariff rates that are carried in 
the present bill, which is but a reenactment of the ever-increas
ing and growing tariff rates heretofore carried in other tariff 
bills bad it beginning as a revenue measure, to fimince the· War 
between the States, and is the outgrowth of that fratricldal 
catastrophe that rent our Union in twain over 65 years ago. · 

After the close of the Civil War the manufacturing industry 
of New England, realizing that the levying of large i.nlport duties 
on commerce entering into the trade of the United States during 
and after the Civil ·war was a distinctive ·favoritism ·to them, 
in fhat by le"\rying a tariff tax on the imported commodities that 
they were manufacturing insured them ininien e profits ilia~ 
their competitors could not share, have ever insisted· that this 
unjust system of taxation be maintained for their special benefit. 

During the years prior to the Civil War our Government was 
administered under low-tariff conditions, which every reader of 
history must admit was beneficial to the · citizenship of this 
country and was in no way detrimental to- the growth -·of the 
industries of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democratic and the Republican Parties of 
this Nation have always held and hold now two diverse theories 
on the question of tariff legislation. -

The Republican Party has always been for a staight out-and
out-protective tariff system, and it believe · in levying the tariff 
rate 'so high that it will prevent competition in the -manufactur
ing and selling of me1·chandise that goes to make up every 
article used in the everyday life of our people. The Democratic 
Party at no time in its history has ever advocated or believed in 
the doctrine that the taxing power of the Federal Government 
in levying import taxes should be exercised in such an unjust 
manner that one class of our citizens shall be favored and made 
rich and another class poor. 

The Democratic Party has always believed and has always 
advocated that in the exercise of the taxing power of the Fed
eral Government that such taxes only should be levied as were 
necessary to obtain revenue to run the Government econ_Qmically 

administered, anCI that in levying such a · tax for revenue pur:. 
poses the Congress should take into consideration the differ
ences between the cost of production of the article at home and 
abroad, so that the American manufacturer would be placed at 
no disadvantage by his foreign competitor, but would be on equal 
terms with him, and that the consuming public would become 
the beneficiaries of legislation founded upon this principle in 
purchasing the necessaries of life ; but the bill passed by this 
Congress goes far beyond that, and places such exorbitant duties 
upon food, clothing, metals and implements, drugs and chemicals, 
household and kitchen furniture that it can be termed nothing 
more nor less than a great profit-fixing piece of legislation, en
acted in the interest of the great industries of the country which 
are to enjoy its blessings, while its burdens are pas ed on to the 
great masses of the people who are made to pay these exorbitant 
rates when they come to buy all the things that go to make up 
the common necessities of everyday life. 

Mr. Speaker, ~ have always been and am now unalterably 
opposed to the exercise of the taxing power of the Federal 
Government to pile up immense profits for one class of citizens 
while all others . are made to bear the burden of such legis
lative favoritism. 

What moral right, may I ask, has the Congress of the United 
States to levy a tariff tax in such a manner and at such high 
rates as will absolutely guarantee a certain and fixed profit 
for those engaged in manufacturing 'in this country by saving 
them from all competition by those who wish to sell to our 
people from other lands? · · · 

Do we in America believe that we can always maintain the 
selfish doctrine of selling our surplus of billions and billions 
of dollars' worth of cotton, oil, wheat, rice, cattle, poultry, and 
merchandise of all kinds to our foreign neighbors and never 
buy any of their goods in return? 

May I call the attention of the House to the fact that the 
commerce of Texas ports alone for the year 1929 totaled 
$1,733,450,259, and of this amount the sum of $731,387,876. 
was exported to foreign countries, and while Texas was ex
porting over $730,000,090 we imported into Texas about $32,-. 
000,000. My home city, Houston, the largest city in the South
west, exported $302,640,2.69 worth of commerce to foreign coun
tries and imported $13,513,292. 

Now, the question may well be asked, why do not our people 
buy more liberally from our foreign neighbors who have bought 
so freely from us? Do not our people believe- somewhat in 
cooperative reciprocity? ·Are we not willing to trade with other 
nations who so freely trade with us? 

Yes; but this can not be done as long as we continue to buiid 
around ourselves a high protective-tariff wall that shuts out all 
competition and denies to our people the right to have a com
petitive market in which to buy merchandise that goes into 
their everyday lives. · 

Mr. Speaker, our· people have been groaning under the burden· 
of the high cost of living for a long time, which has been 
largely due to our high protective-tariff system already in force, 
but what may the eonsuming public expeCt under the present 
bill, which carries an average protective rate of 48 per cent on 
all items in it-the highest average rate of all the bill that 
have gone before. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to quote here from a speech recently. 
made by my colleague from Indiana [.r.fr. CANFIELD], giving 12 
reasons why the present tariff bill should not pass : 

The leading economists of the country-1,028 of them in number, 
coming as they do from 179 of the leading colleges of the country ; also -
from some of our largest banks and most important industries-set out 
12 points as to why the so-called " Grundy billion-dollar monstrosity· 
tariff law" should never be passed by this Congress. 1 

They_ are as follows : 
First. It will increase the general cost of living. 
Second. It will subsidize industrial waste and inefficiency. 
Third. It will inflate profits of the few at the expense of the many. 
Fourth. It will hit city workers hardest. 
Fifth. It will rob the farmers it is supposed to enrich. 
Sixth. It will cripple manufacturers through raw material rates. 
Seventh. It will lower the buying power of our foreign customers. 
Eighth. It will provoke foreign retaliation against our exports. 
Ninth. It will violate the resolution of the world economic conference. 
Tenth. · It will jeopardize payments from our foreign investments and . 

debts. 
Eleventh. It will increase unemployment. 
Twelfth. It will poison world peace. 

Mr. Speaker, already many nations who have been our best 
customers in the past, are beginning to retaliate against us by 
pas ing tariff laws which impose the same tariff duty on articles 
of commerce shipped f1·om our country to theirs, that we impose 
on articles of commerce coming into our country from theirs. 
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Our far-sighted bn iness men ~ee this-and they know that 

such an international war of tariff retaliations will mean eco
nomic and commercial disaster to our country, and that is why 
they are against a continuation of this short- ighted policy. 

You can take the item of sugar alone, and the duty on sugar 
as carried in the tariff law to-day will place a burden on the 
consumers and user of ·ugar in America the tremendous sum 
of $350,000,000, and the experts tell us that the bill is so drawn 
that refined sugar from Cuba comes in cheaper than raw sugar 
which our own sugar refiners have to buy, which does not 
cheapen the price of sugar to the consumer, but will put our 
own sugar industries out of business. This was done to protect 
large American investments in Cuba. Can you imagine a 
greater abuse of legislative power? 

Mr. Speaker, the farmers, laboring people, and the consum
ing public generally should not be compelled to bear the enor
mous tax burden that this bill imposes. They had a right to 
expect more favorable consideration at the hands of Congress, 
and, in my opinion, they will rebel against this unjust and 
indefensible system of taxation, and will hold the party in 
power responsible for its enactment just as they did in 1892, 
after the passage by the Republican Party of the Dingley tariff 
bill, when Grover Cleveland was elected President on a Demo
cratic tariff platform, which reads as follows: 

SEc. 3. We denounce Republican protection as a fraud-a robl>ery of 
the great majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. 
We declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic Party 
that the Federal Government bas no constitutional power to impose 
and collect tariff duties, except for the purposes of revenue only, and 
W'\ demand that the collection of such taxes shall be limited to the 
necessities of the Government when honestly and economically admin
Istered. 

After the close of the storm-racked administration of Mr. 
Cleveland's second term "the Republican Party again came into 
power and enacted · t~e famous Payne-Aldrich tariff law, and 
remained in power until the coming of th~t crusader of pro
gressive Democracy, apostle of civic righteousness, and defender 
of human rights-Woodrow Wilson. In 1912 the Democratic 
Party nominated Woodrow Wilson for President. Mr. Wilson, 
together with a Democratic Congress, was overwhelmingly 
elected. · 

President Wilson convened the Congress in extraordinary ses
sion and delivered his first famous message to the House and 
Senate in person, calling upon them to keep faith with the 
people by redeeming every pledge made in the Democratic plat
form. Under the leadership of President Wilson, the Den;IO
cratic Party immediately passed a new tariff law by making 
substantial reduction in rates all down the line, and, in keeping 
with its platform, put many articles of everyday necessity on 
the free list. There was no economic upheaval following this 
reduction of tariff taxes, but, upon the c_ontrary, an era of pros
perity followed t11at stands without a parallel in the history of 
our Republic. Business was good everywhere ; farmers werg 
reaping abundant harvests and enjoying rich reward for their 
labors ; laboring men and women were enjoying good wages on 
full time. But what of to-day? I shall let the million~ and 
millions of unemployed men and women who walk the streets 
and highways of this count-ry seeking employment' make 
answer. 

Mr. 'Vilson was not only a statesman and a scholar but he 
was a historian as well, and he understood full well the eco
nomic and political conditions of his day and time. He knew 
and proclaimed that a private monopoly was indefensible and 
intolerable. He knew that the high-protective tariff was the 
legitimate father of the gigantic trusts and monopolies that 
had grown up in this country, and the Democ1·atic platform, 
upon which he was nominated and elected, with reference to the 
tariff declared: 

The high Republican tari1I is the principal cause of the unequal 
distribution of wealth. It is a system of taxation which makes the 
rich richer and the poor poorer. Under its operations the American 
farmer and laboring man are the chief sufferers. It raises the cost 
of the necessaries or life to them, but does not protect their product 
or wages. The farmer sells largely in free markets and boys almost 
entirely in the protected markets. In the most highly protected in
dustries, such as cotton and wool, steel and iron, the wa:ges of the 
laborers are. the lowest paid in any of our industries. We denounce 
the Republican pretense on that subject and assert that American 
wages are established by competitive conditions and not by the tariff. 

We favor the immediate downw~rd revision of the existing high and 
in many cases prohibitive tariff duties, insisting that material reduc·
tions be speedily made upon the necessaries of life. Articles entering 
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into competition with trust-controlled products and articles of American 
manufacture which are sold abroad more cheaply than at home should 
be put upon the free list. 

It is weli known that large tariff protected industries in tbe 
United States, have and clo now, sell much of their goods 
cheaper_ in foreign countries tl!an they do to the people in 
America. But none of these trust-made articles are found upon 
the free list in the pre ent bill. 

1\Ir. Speaker,· this bill is very hard, unjust, and oppressive 
upon our people. How long will they endure this burden? Will 
there follow in the wake of this legislation another political 
upheaval in America? We shall wait and see. 

The Democratic Party has always contended that many ar
ticles which go to make up the necessaries of life should go 
untaxed and be placed on the free list-but not so with the 
present bill; it almost wipes out the free list, and taxes every
thing the people eat and wear. from head to foot-from the 
cradle to the grave-and, not content with that, places a tariff · 
on the tombstone that marks the la t resting place of its op
pressed victim. 

1\lr. MANSFIELD. l\fr. Speaker, a "tailing myself of the general 
privilege granted, I shall refer briefly to some features of the 
tariff bill. For many years we have been on a highly protectise 
tariff basis for articles of manufacture, and the system seems . 
to be satisfactory to a majority of the voters of the United 
States. 

In the campaign of 1928 the Republican Party promised that 
if successful in the election a special session of Congress would 
be convened to enact a farm-aid measure and, in connection 
therewith, to provide a limited tar .ff revision to place agri
culture more nearly on an equality with industry. The Presi- . 
dent in a public statement now gives the country the informa
tion that the present tariff bill is a fulfillment of that pre
election promise. 

l\Iany Republican Senators, misconstruing the election prom
ise, undertook to enact a tariff law in accordance with their 
own, but erroneous, interpretation of it. For this error of 
judgment, they were designated by a high authority as first 
degree descendants of a certain wild animal, more noted for 
the length of its ears and the tones of its voice, than for its 
scope of vision and depth of understanding. 

It is not my purpose to engage in that controversy. I simply 
want to call attention to some of the difficulties in the way of 
equalizing agriculture with industry by means of a protective 
tariff. 

In the first place, a -vast majority of manufactured articles 
can be effectively protected by import duties, while only a , 
limited number of farm crops can be so protected. Cotton, 
corn, and wheat, come under this class which can not be so pro
tected. They constitute our three most important fann com
modities. To leave them unprotected, while protecting industry 
at uch enormous cost, can not be justified from any standpoint. 

Cotton. corn, and wheat all enter largely into the export 
trade. Approximately 60 per cent of cotton and 25 per cent of 
wheat grown in the United States must seek a market abroad. 
Corn is exported to a considerable extent, while much more of 
it is fed to hogs whose meat product is exported. 

So far as I am informed, no import duty has ever been placed 
upon cotton, nor ha it been contended that a duty would 
benefit the cotton farmer. I believe the export debenture would 
have benefited the cotton furmer. The debentm·e for cotton was 
placed in the present tariff bill by the Senate but stricken out 
by the House. 

It was thought that a tariff duty would benefit the wheat 
farmer, and it has been tried. It was afterwards increased lJy 
the President to 42 cents per bushel. Under it, wheat has goue 
to almost record low prices, several times being less than $1 
per bushel, when it should have sold for two and one-half tim~s 
that much to have been on an equality with industrial products. 

The export debenture would very materially have benefited 
the wheat farmer. The debenture for wheat was placed in the 
tariff bill by the Senate. It was stricken out by the House. 
Canadian wheat, in the Canadian market, is now selling at a 
higher price than American wheat in the American market. 
This has continually been the case since the tariff was applied 
eight years ago. 

Sugar, tl).ough so largely an import commodity, can not be 
effectively protected by an import duty, so far as continental 
United States is concerned. We produced last year 3,396,936 
tons of sugar and imported from Cuba 3,704,213 tons, making a 
total consumption of 7,101,149 tons. Only about one-seventh 
of this amount was produced in continental United States. 
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The sugar production for 1929 was as follows: 
Tons 

Northern United States beeL---------------------------- 901, 713 
Southern cane (Louisiana)---------------------------- 178,223 

~~~~R:n~a~~~~~~~~~~~=::::::::::::::::::::::::-:::::::: . ~~g:888 
l'orto Rico, cane_______________________________________ 745,000 
Vjrgin Islands, cane------------------------------------ 7, 000 

Total United States production--------------.----- 3, 396, 936 

The co t of producing this ugar was entirely different in eacb 
section or insular po~se sion. Owing to both labor and climatic 
condition.,, the cost of cane sugar in our insular possessions is 
f:u le: s than in Loui._iana. 

The co t of producing cane ugar in our insular possessions is 
a1 o materially less than that of producing beet sugar in the 
Northeastern States. The cost of producing beet sugar is also 
con iderably less than the cost of cane sugar in Louisiana. This 
was recognized by the Hoover commission during the war, when 
it made a differential in the price of cane and beet sugar. 

0Ul' island po ~essions, having the cheaper production cost, 
both a to labor and climatic conditions, then the higher the 
tariff against Cuba the more the industry will develop and ex
pand in tho e pos. essions. Northern beet and southern cane have 
no protection against our insular possessions, and therefore can 
not compete 'vith the.m on the same tariff basis. 

· Even if all our island po ·se sions were eliminated, still a tariff 
duty would not protect equally the cane-sugar grower with the 
beet- ugar grower, owing to the great difference in co~t of pro
duction. To fail to give them equal protection would be a dis
a ter to the one thus discriminated against. 

· All things considered, s~gar ought to be on the free list, and 
if protection is to be awarded it ought to be done by a bounty 
rather than by tariff giving the domestic cane a differential 
sufficient to equalize it with beet sugar. 

Sucb a system would save the American consumers many 
millions and at the same time give equal protection to both cane 
and beet sugar producers. 
· Our insular posse sions are probably on an equality with Cuba 

in co t of production. Their only disadvantage is in having a 
longer water haul. Corresponding differentials. could be made 
to each respective po ·se ion to equalize cost of ocean freights. 

The bounty on sugar under the McKinley law was far more 
equitable than the present sugar tariff. It afforded better pro
tection and at less cost. If failed, however, to provide for 
equalization between domestic cane and beet sugar. 

Domestic production of su·gar increased enormously while the 
Underwood free duty law was in operation, going from 968,674 
tons in 1914, to 1,254,805 tons in 192L · 

Under the Fordney-McCumber high-taliff law the production 
bas considerably reduced, being 1,344,962 tons in 1922 and only 
1,079,936 tons in 1929. Practically the only domestic beneficiary 
l1as been the Great Western Sugar Co., of Colorado. 

Production in our insular possessions has greatly increased 
under the Fordney-UcCumber tariff, going from 1,352,731 tons 
in 1922 to 2,317,000 in 1929. This included Porto Rico, Hawaii, 
Virgin Islands, and the Philippines. The ~reatest percentage of 
increa. e was in the Philippines, where the production bas gone 
fi:om 286,544 tons in 1921 to 750,000 tons in 1929. 

The sugar tariff has been a burden upon American con
sumer . It has reduced sugar production in continental United 
States. It has not benefited the domestic-. ugar farmer. On 
the other hand, it has built up a large profit for the great Amer
ican Sugar Co. of Colorado and for the sugar producers of our 
in ular posses ioru, particularly of the Philippines. 

The mo t unjustifiable levy in the pre ent bill is that upon 
leather and shoes imported from Czechoslovakia, Germany, and 
Austria. The smill duty of 10 per cent placed upon hides was 
used as a lever to pry a very high levy for leather and hoes. 

It is estinuited that the 10 per cent duty for hides will become 
effective to the extent of 30 to 35 cents per hide. The leather 
made from that hide is given a 20 per cent duty, and then the 
shoes another 20 per cent. 

An average hide will make from 9 to 12 pail'S of shoes. It is 
difficult to estimate what the combined duty of 40 per cent on 
leather and shoes will amount to. Leaving out of the calcula
tion altogether the 20 per cent on leather, the duty of 20 per 
cent on shoes alone will amount to enormous burdens if it 
should become fully effective. 

If it should become only 50 per cent effective it would increa e 
the price of an average pair of shoes about 50 to 75 cents per . 
pair. If the manufacturers, through combinations, should sue- ' 
ceed in making the tariff effective to 100 per cent, '"'hich may be 
possible, then the increase in the price of a pair of hoes would 
be practically a dollar to a dollar and twenty-five cents addi
tional. 

There are many other feature in the bill which have been 
fully di cu. · ed, and to which I do not intend to refer herein. 
There are many features which I fully indor e and voted for in 
the make-up of the bill. At the arne time there are. many 
bUl'dens involved in it which the masses of the people can not 
well assume at this time. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the tariff bill has ju t pa., ed Con
gress, ha been signed by the President, and is now a law. The 
question of levying a duty on foreign products for the purpose 
of protecting American industry and American labor has always 
been an issue between the two great political parties. 

The present bill just pa sed, known as the Smoot-Hawley 
tariff bill of 1930, is an exception to the rule. This bill was 
written by both parties. The rates finally decided on by Con
gress were arrived at by a process of trading. In practically 
every State and district in the United States where the benefit 
under the tariff was favorable to that particular State or dis
trict their representatives voted for the bill regardless of party. 
In other States and districts that were not benefited by the 
bill they voted against it regardless of party. 

I am in favor of equal protection to all American institu
tions regardless of district, State, or party affiliation, but I 
will not support any legislation that deliberately seeks to give 
an unfair advantage to one section of the country to the detri
ment of the other. I considered the bill just pa sed very care
fully before making up my mind as to its ultimate benefits to 
the American people and with a special interest to my State 
and district. I could not find any special reason for this 
legislation at this time, and therefore I voted against the 
bill. 

I think I would be a traitor to my State and to my di trlct if 
I voted for a tariff bill that gave other State and districts 
protection to their industries and denied to my State and di -
trict the just protection which it is entitled to for one of its 
major products. I refer to the independent oil industry, and 
at this time will present to you some of the reasons why the 
independent oil industry of America justly de erves to be pro
tected and encouraged by the Government. It is the duty of 
Congress to enact the neces ary law that will prohibit the im
portation of crude petroleum or its refined products into this 
country, and especially during that period when the oil fie-lds 
of America are being shut down and the wells prorated on 
account of this importation of foreign oil by a foreign-owned 
oil trust. 

As an example of the injustice of the pre ent law that per
mits a foreign-owned and operated oil corporation to ship into 
this country crude petroleum and its refined products duty 
free for the purpos;e of creating a surplus and injurin"' the in
dependent oil operator, I am submitting a tabTe which shows 
the condition with reference to supply and demand and foreign 
importation -of erode petroleum from 1918, including 1929. 

ltnp01·tatton of crude petroleum, 1918-19f9 

Year 

1918 ____ ----------------------------------------------------------
1919---------------- -- ---------------- -------- --------------------
1!120----------------------- ---- ---------- -------- ------------------
1921_ --------------------------------------------------------------
1922_ --------------------------------------------------------------
1923--------------------------------------------------------------
I 924 __ -------------------------------------------------------------
1925. __ - -----------------------------------------------------------i926 ______________________________________________________________ _ 

1927----- .: ____________ ---------------------------------------------
1928 ______________ -------------------------------------------------
1929.--------------------------------------------------------------

NoTE.-Table indicates barrels of oil. 

Domestic pro- Total demand 
duction Surplus Shortage 

355,928, ()()() (20, 418, ()()(} -------------- 64,490, ()()(} 
378,367,000 426, 169, ()()(} ---------- ---- 47,802.000 
442,929,000 549,012,000 -------------- 106,083,000 
472,183,000 5.29,671,000 -------------- 57,488,000 
557, 531.000 610, 533,000 -------------- 53,002,000 

. 732, 4D7, 000 731,540,000 , 867,000 --------------
713,940, 000 · 766,435, ()()(} -------------- 52, 495, ()()() 
763, i43, ()()() 811,540, coo -------------- 47,797, 000· 
770,874,000 860,603, ()()(} -------------- 89,729,000 
888,432,000 ---------------- 12,897, ()()() --------------
901,474, 000 962; 773,000 -------------- 61,299,000 

1, 005, 598, ooo 1 1, 035,784, ooo -------~------ 30, 186, ooo 

Imports 

rn, 736, ooo 
52,822,000 

106, 175, 000 
125, 364, 000 
127, 308, ()()(} 
82,015,000 
77,775,000 
61,824,000 
60,382,000 
58,383,000 
79,767,000 
78,915,000 

Drawn from Added to 
storage st{)rage 

------------- - 26,754,000 
------------- - 5, 020,000 
------------ -- 92,000 
-------------- 67,876, OOJ 
-------------- 74,306, ()()() 
-------------- 82,882,000 
-------------- 25,280,000 
-------------- 14,027,000 

29,347,000 -- -------- - - --
---·---------- 71,080,000 
-------------- 18,468,000 
-------------- 4 t 729,000 
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· I will now quote ·the words of one of the best-posted inde

pendent oil men in the United States, which will explain the 
above tabulated schedules: 

The total supply of crude oil produced within the borders of the 
United States in 1929 was approximately 1,005,000,000 barrels; but the 
total demand for crude oil in the United States in 1929 to meet refinery 
needs, exports, and the crude oil used for other domestic purposes was 
npproximately 1,035-,000,000 barrels. In other words, our crude-oil sUP
ply in 1929 lacked 30,000,000 barrels of meeting our totat" demands. 
For years we have listened to appealing arguments, principally from the 
Standard of New Jersey, as to the danger from the rapidly accumulating 
stock of crude oil in the United States. Hence one would think that 
if in 1929 our crude-oil supply was 30,000,000 barrels less than our total 
demand that it were the part of wisdom to draw 3\l,OOO.OOO barrels from 
the already heavy stock of oil in storage, especially since the Standard 
of New Jer$ey • has long sounded warnings against these heavy stocks. 
However, in 1929 we imported app1·oximately 79,000,000 barrels of 
crude oil, principally from Venezuela, Colombia, and Mexico, and the 
Standard of New Jersey was one of the large importers of crude oil, 
which fact leads one to doubt the sincerity with which they have opposed 
further increases of our crude in storage. 

You readily see that of this 79,000,000 barrels of imported crude it 
required only 30,000,000 barrels to make up our shortage and that the 
other 49,000,000 barrels went into storage. The responsibility for the 
increase in the crude oil in storage · rests directly with tlie people who 
have imported surplus amounts of foreign oil. If heavy stocks of crude 
oil depress the crude-oil price structure, and if the Standard of New 
Jersey is one of the large importers of foreign oil, and if the Standard 
of New Jersey is one of ·the makers of crude-oil prices, then who do you 
suppose would be beneficiary of a reduced ·price in domestic oil · resulting 
from heavy stocks caused ·by surplus imports of foreign oil? 

The above statement is true in every respect, as shown by the 
,. official figures furnished from the most reliable sources of infor

mation, and illustrates fully that the great oil trust deliberately 
ships foreign oil into this country for the purpose of destroying 
the independent oil industry. 

I now wish to call your attention to the operation of that great 
foreign oil trust, the Royal Dutch Shell. This great oil octo
pus reaches all over the world, and is owned and operated by for
eign capital, employs foreign labor and foreign-built machinery 
and transports, to produce and transport its products to Amer
ica, where it comes in direct contact with the products of the 
independent oil producer and in direct competition with Ameri
can labor. 

I am going to give you at this time a comparative statement 
of the cost of production and delivery by the oil operators in 
the mid-continent field in the United States as compared with 
the cost of production of petroleum from the South American 
field, which is owned and operated by the Royal Dutch Shell 
and other interests, laid down at the Atlantic ports. 
COI\IPARATIVE COST OF PRODUCTION AND DELIVERY OF UNITED STATES AND 

SOUTH AMERICAN CRUDE OIL TO ATLANTIC PORTS -

In March, 1929, the daily production per well in the United States 
was eight barrels. The lifting expense would average approximately 
~7 cents per barrel. The cost of production per barrel of oil in the 
United States is as follows : · 

~::~~faJx~~~:~;;:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $O:~b 
General expense, including lease. rentals, royalties, etc________ . 70 
Depreciation of machinery and equipment___________________ . 23 
Transportation charge from the mid-continent area to Atlantic 

seaport by pipe line____________________________________ .76~ 

Cost of mid-eontinent crude at Atlantic ports-------~-- 2. 46~ 

The above shows the cost of producing a barrel of oil in the 
m~d-continent oil field in the United States and transporting it 
to the market wpere it must compete with the foreign oil pro
duced by foreign corporations refined in a foreign country and 
retailed to the American consumer by foreign citizens, and the 
profit accumulated by foreign capitalists. I will now insert 
what it cost the Roy a) · Dutch Shell and other foreign companies 

- to produce and transport a barrel of oil from its field in Vene
zuela to the same American market, where it comes in direct 
competition . with the oil from the mid-continent field of the 
United States. This oil is now admitted to the United States 
without duty. 

Oost of delivering Venezuela oil to Atlantic seaports 
Cost of production at welL--------------------------------- $0. 18 
Transportation to terminal point____________________________ • 22 
Transportation from terminal poin~ to Atlantic seaports ____ _:___ • 35 

Total cost, delivery of Vene-.~uela oil to Atlantic seaports __ --:75 
These statistics were furnished by the United States Bureau 

of Mines, the American Petroleum Institute, and the . United 
States Department of Commerce. 

This statement, which is authentic and from the most reliable · 
sources, shows by actual figures that the Royal Dutch Shell 
and other fore:gn-owned oil corporations are delivering oil at 
the Atlantic seapo1is for 75 cents per barrel, while at the same 
time it costs the independent oil producer of the mid-continent 
oil field $2.4614 to produce and deliver the same amount of 
oil to the same location. This allows the foreign oil companies 
a profit of $1.7114 for every barrel of oil they can produce and 
ship into this country. Besides this profit they make an addi
tional profit over the American producer and refiner by refining 
the crude oil in Venezuela and other foreign fields with cheap 
labor which comes into direct competition with American labor, 
and as a direct result thousands of American laboring men are 
now walking the streets looking for employment. I trust that 
the Members of Congress who are so enthusiastic in support of 
the American manufactming interest, and who have voted a 
tariff on everything that the independent oil man of the United 
~tates . uses in the production· of petroleum and the refining of 
Its products will be fair enough to support legislation that wilr 
stop the importation of crude petroleum and its refined products 
by foreign-owned compa-nies, from foreign fields, and for foreign 
profit. 

I would like to call your attention to the actual condition that 
extsts at this time with reference to the independent oil man. 
The statements which I will give you are taken f~m informa. 
tion furnished from the most reliable sources and expresses in 
plain language a partial expression of their opinion with refer
ence to conditions · at this time. 

In- a hundred years of industrial history in the United States . there 
are very few instan'ces where the powerful interests within an industry 
have voluntarily .and of their own initiative righted the wrongs, the 
use of which gave them their tremendous power. With few exceptions, 
flagrant abuses of the industrial power have been righted only when the 
minority interests, the " independents," if you please, actively exposed 
the fallacies and the crushing conditions of that industry and then 
took their. cause to the common people, never forgetting that the com
mon people had a pocketbook interest that only the independents could 
be depended upon to safeguard. 

The archives of the American petroleum industry reveal that many 
a worthy independent . has, after years of bard and conscientious work, 
suddenly found himself adrift and penniless. Not because of any lax 
management on his part but be<:ause of an avaricious desire on the part 
of the majors to acquire his properties at a price far below their actual 
worth. In the past the independent bas been permitted by the majors 
to sweat through that period of organization that usually precedes suc
cess, and then he was regarded as ripe for picking-and was usually 
picked. 

The independent never has been · in _ business for .himself. - He is in 
business for the majors. He is working under a delusion and is per• 
mitted to remain in that state of mind until ~e is on the verge of suc
cess, and then the majors remove the mirage. 

The independents always have been, now are, and always will be 
willing in every . mann~r pos.sible to cooperate .in preventing any unneces
sary waste of oil in this country. They are willing to prorate to any 
necessary degree, provided, however, that such proration is to protect 
the prosperity of the United States and not to make room for foreign 
imports. It it is a question of providing for their own families as 
against providing for laborers of South America- lind other foreign c~un· 
tries, the independents -naturally choose to provide- for their own flesh 
and blood. · 

The statements which I have just quoted are representative 
of the indep.endent oil producers, and I can state from my · 
actual expenence of over 15 years in the mid-continent field 
as an independent oil operator that 'I have found the American 
oil man always ready and willing to make any sacrifice if he 
is convinced ttat it is for the general good of his district, s 'tate. 
or the Nation in· general. During the World War when America 
needed extra production to meet the demands . the independent' 
oil operators, at a great financial sacrifice, went out into new 
fields and, with · their own funds, took the risk and secured 
additional. production of crude oil which was one of the most 
vttal elements in the winning of the war. 

The question is usually · asked, Will the price of gasoline to · 
the consumer be materially raised should the importation of 
for_eign oil ~e prohibited during the period of overproduction or 
when American wells are being prorated? I will state that the 
price of gasoline is undoubtedly based upon the price of crude 
oil in the United States and not upon the price of imported oil. 
The consumer is not taken into consideration and allowed to 
share in the reduced price of gasoline which is produced from 
~his imported oil, but the entire profit on the imported oil and 
Its refined products goes direct to the big importers who own 
and c<?ntrol _this ~oreign f)roduction . . I ~hink I can safely state 
the .price of gasoline to the consumer would not be raised should 
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an embargo be placed on the importation of foreign oil and its their actions that they are not only in favor of protecting their 
_ refined products. own selfish interests but are willing to come to the aid of an 

Another question with reference to the importation of cheap industry that is in need of "assistance at this critical time. I 
. oil is the fact that it comes in direct competition with the coal am attaching a copy of the bill, which is H. R. 12482, for 
industry, and as a result of the use of this cheap fuel oil, · the reference, and will ask that you give it very careful considers
great per cent of the coal mines in this country are running on tion and lend your assistance in securing its enactment into 
short time and in some :fields thousands of men are idle. In law. 
fact it is a very serious condition, and the importation of crude A bill to relieve unemployment, to protect American labor, to encourage 
petr~leum which is used for heating and power purposes is the industry, and r('gulate commerce with foreign countries 
direct cause of thousands of men in the United States walking Be u enacted, etc., That from and after the pas age of this act 
the streets, looking for employment. The great mills of the crude petroleum, or the refined products therefrom, produced or refined 
East have secured a tariff on their products, but they are not in a foreign country, shall not be entitled to en~ r.1 at any port of the 
satiEfted with this concession; they ask that cheap fuel be fur- United States, and the importation thereof is hereby prohibited. 
nished them by foreign corporations, transported in foreign- BEe. 2. Crude petroleum may be imported into the United States for 
owned vessels-the oil which is produced in foreign countries the purpose of refining for export to a foreign country but not for sale 
and the profit of which goes to foreign capital. or disposition in the United States or any of Its pos essions, upon the ~ 

I can not see the logic of those who advocate a tariff to pro- execution of a bond given in double the amourit of the actual market 
teet the great American manufacturing interest, but who !it the value of said petroleum and its refined products, conditioned that such 
same time encourage the importation of foreign-produced crude petroleum or the refined products therefrom shnll not be used, 
petroleum by the Royal Dutch Shell an? .other fore~ ~nterests. sold, or otherwise disposed of in the United States. 

As an illu t:I·ation of the actual con.dition of. the .oil mdustrr, SEc. 3. The provisions of sections 1 and 2 of this act may be sus-
I wish to present to you the tabulation ~ho~mg ~ust what IS I pended upon a statement furnished to the President, by the Secretary 
being don~. in ~be Stat~ ~~ Oklahoma at thlS .time With referenc.e of Commerce, showing that the gross unrestricted prod~ction of crude 
to production m the \ anous fields. You Wtll note that the Otl petroleum is not sufficient to supply the actual domestic consumption 
fields in my~tate are all shut in and not allowed to flow, be- in the United States; and that the production of crude petroleum or the 
cause there is not a market for their production, which is refined products therefrom is not sufficient to meet the export demands; 
the direct result of the importation of 79,000,000 barrels of or that the production of crude petroleum or the refined products there
oil during 1929 by the companies I have just named. The from is not being restricted or prorated in the United States; and that 
list is as follows, and is compiled and agreed to by the State crude petroleum or the refined products therefrom is not being run to 
proration committee of the Mid-Continent Oil & Gas Associa- storage in the United States; then and in that event the President 
tion: shall issue an order allowing the importation of crude petroleum from a 

The committee estimated the State's potential production for July foreign country, but only in such quantities and for such period of time 
at 1,361,945 barrels dally, for August at 1,347,861 barrels daily, and for as au necessuy to insure the domestic supply of crude petroleum and 
September t 1,305,604 barrels daily. its refined products in the United States and to meet the export demand 

Daily potential and allowable production. ty pools tor July therefor. 
SEc. 4. It is declared to be the policy of the United States Govern

ment that only crude petroleum or the refined products therefrom prQoo 
Potential Allowable duced or refined in the United States shall be purchased or used in any 

--------::-------------1----·1---- form by the United States Government. 

Pool 

Oklahoma City____________________________________________ 500,000 130,037 SEc. 5. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby empowered and 
Jtonawa ____ ___________________________________ ------------- 80,000 20.000 authorized to make all orders and regulations necessary to carry into 
East Earlsboro _________________ : _______________ ~ _________ .:_ 60. 000 ~~ effect or suspend the provisions of this act. He shall send orders to all 

~tt,~~~::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::: ~;:: 28,666 officers and agents o! the United States and to such officers and agent8 
South Earlsboro ____ --------------------------------------- 35,000 ll, 666 of foreign' countrles as are necessary. Seminole___________________________________________________ 30,296 20,197 

Bowlel!l!------------------------------------------·-------- 30,056 20,037 Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, ~ in its issue of June 6 the 
~~r~~~~i~~~er:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~;[Xjg ~~:~~ Wall Street Journal took issue with the statement I made in a 
.Allen------------------------------------------------------- 18,433 12,289 speech in this Chamber on May 28, 1930, on the subject of The 

~:fori::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ m 1~: m ~~~?v;:r:~th~h~l!:~i~~ ~~ h;c~ r~~~~~e ~~ ~=h~~~:~:: 
~~i~t\7:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~t ~~ ~: ~91f wheat of the Middle West, and particularly criticized the com-
Sasakwa_ -- -------------·---------------------------------- 10.800 7, :m parison made by the United States Tariff Commis ion of No. 1 
Earlsboro town___________________________________________ 9•000 6•000 Minneapolis dark Northern with Winnipeg No. 3. 
Cbandler Perry-------------------------------------------- S.. 000 2, 000 
Allen (Wilcox)------------·-------------------------------- 7, ooo 4, 667 The editorial writer, in his smart-aleck way, insisted that the 
Maud----------------------------------·------------------- 6, 262 4• 175 comparison should have been made with Canada's No. 2. In 
LovelL--·---·-------------------------------------------- 6• 000 4, 000 ! my speech I stated that, according to the table furnished me by 
East Seminole. ___ ----------------------------------------- 4, 450 2, 397 outsldeareas ______________________________________________ 

1 
__ 25_1,_ooo_~ __ 25_I_,_ooo_ the Tariff Commission, the average price received by the Ameri-

Daily totaL.--------- __ ------------------------------ 1, 361,94.5 
600' ooo~ ~~~li~;r~rru~~~I:te!i~;~~a~ia~~:~~oras f~~m:~~r!~~~ 

_:_ ________________ :....._ __ __;_ ___ Winnipeg was 18 cents a bushel for the period of 1921-1929. 
The proration of the various fields affects either directly or Upon this the Journal commented, in part, as follow : 

indirectly the entire population of the State o~ Oklahoma and of 
the mid-continent oil field in general: .All kind and character Canada has six grades running from 1 to 6 according to milling 
of business is directly affected by this necessary shutting in and and baking qualities. The basic grade is No. 1, which averages a little 
closine: down of these producing wells. c higher quality th"an the Minneapolis No. 1. Canada's No. 2 is f~~·ly 

~ comparable with Minneapolis No. 1. This is what Mr. WILLlAMSON 
Not only does it affect all the various industries and activi- should have used in comparison with Minneapolis No. 1. In tead, be 

tie but it directly affects practically every landowner, as his used No. 3, which is worth from 2 to 3 cents a bushel less than No. 2, 
rental and r0'7alty depend upon the prosperous condition of the 

" ~ and compares it with a premium wheat in Minneapolls. 
oil industry· This is equal to going into the cotton market where middling is the 

At this time it is very difficult to obtain any relief through basic grade and omparing "middling fair," which is a high-premiwn· 
tariff legislation, as the tariff bill a~ passed by Congress had grade, with "low middling," a grade selling considerably below the 
no reference and made no provision for the protection of the basic. There used to be a rule of evidence invoked in trials to the 
independent oil industry of this country. effect that "False in one thing false in everything." Mr. WILLIAM-

The history of tariff legislation indicates that it is prac- so~·s comparison of two grades of wheat, one a premium and the other 
tically impossible to secure any relief for an industry that is a middle grade, and calling them " comparable" does not create re pect 
not included in the general tariff bill. Considering these facts, for his argument. 
I deemed it advisable to introduce a bill which does not provide 
for any tariff on imported oil or its refined products but does On June 7, in reply thereto, I wrote the Journal, among other 
provide that no oil or the refined products therefrom can be things, as follows : 
:iinported into the United States when it is shown that there is The Tariff Commission, ever since I have been in contact with it, 
sUfficient oil being produced within the United States to meet has taken the position that Minneapolis No. 1 is compa1·able with 
the consumption and to take care of the import trade. Winnipeg No. 3. I think I ·have a right to a some that the Tariff Com-

1 will make a special effort to get this bill before the com- mission is as good an authority upon the subject as is available. 
mittee and will ask for a special hearing when Congress con- Even upon your own statement it ' is very clear that the American 
venes in December, and I trust that the Members of Congress producer of the high-gluten wheats has derived a benefit of from at least 
who have seen fit to protect t11eir own industries will show by 16 to 16 cents a bushel during that period. This is based upon your 
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statement that Minneapolis No. 1 is comparable with Winnipeg No: 2 
and your furthet statement that Winnipeg No. 2 is worth from 2 to 3 
cents a bushel more than No. 3, which still leaves us to the good, as 
above stated, between 15 and 16 cents a bushel. _ 

To this the editorial writer of the Journal, Mr. W. A. Kors
meyer, replied at length on June 10, and in trying to justify the 
editorial stated, among other things : 

'l'he editorial stated tbat No. 3 at Winnipeg sells at a discount of 
fr<>m 2 to 3 cents under No. 2. (That is the present discount; in 
some years the spread is far greater.) You then subtract 2 cents from 
the 18 which you had claimed as a differential in favor of MinneapoHs, 
aml get 16 cents differential. You are still in error, ·as you are· not 
comparing comparable grades. · 

When the Journal insists that I am still in error in my state
ment that upon its own admission the tariff has benefited ·the 
American farmer to the extent of 15 to 16 cents a bushel, he is 
dearly begging the question, as I am comparing No. 1 Minne
apoli · dark Northern with Winnipeg No. 2, taking for granted 
for the purpose of the comparison that the Journal is right in 
stating that Minneapolis No. 1 is comparable with Winnipeg 
No.2. • 

Most of us in the Middle West are fairly conversant with 
wheat. It is our chief cash crop. I venture to say that I have 
produced more wheat upon my own farms than the Wall Street 
Journnl writer has ever seen. I am still producing it, and am 
as much concerned as any farmer with the effect of the tariff 
on wheat, and my statement that we have benefited on the 
averag-e 18 <!ents a bushel on comparable qualities of high
protein spring wheat still stands. 

In order that the editorial writer of the Journal may not 
have to take my word for it, I asked the Tariff Commission to 
haYe a further study made by its experts as to whether No. 1 
Minneapolis dark Northern was fairly comparable with Winni
peg No. 3. I am now in pos~ession of this study, and while it 
may not be understood by our Wall Street "expert," it will be 
under tood by our wheat growers of the Middle West. The dis
cus~ion of the Tariff Commission of this matter is as follows : 

COMPARABLE GRADES OF AMERICAN AND CANADIAN WHEAT 
'l'lwre has been some difference of opinion as to what grades of our 

d<>mestic wheat are comparable to Canadian wheats. It has been recog
nizrd that the tariff on wheat has its primary and direct effect on the 
prite of bard spring wheat grown in the Northwest Central States from 
Minnesota to Montana. Furthermore, it has been recognized that our 
No. 1 dark Northern bard spring wheat, our No. 1 hard spring wheat, 
and our No. 2 bard spring wheat are lower in grade than Canadian 
No. 1 hard 8pring wheat. Some students of this subject have claimed 
that our No. 1 is nearer in grade to the Canadian No. 2. Others have 
claimed that it is nearer in grade to the Canadian No. 3. The determi
.nation of what grades should be compaTed is, of rourse, necessary in 
order to determine the effect of the tariff on prices of our domestic . 
wheat. 

'l'he commission in its studies has been inclined to accept as valid 
a comparison between our domestic No. 1 dark Northern as quoted at 
Minneapolis and the No. 3 Manitoba Northern as quoted at Winnipeg. 
Studies made and opinions offered by individuals and institutions who . 
have specialized in this matter appear to agree that our dark Northern 
No. 1 and the Canadian No. 3 are comparable. 

Probably the most important reason for comparing our No. 1 dark 
Northern hard spring wheat with the No. 3 Canadian hard spring wheat 
is giv{'.n in a publication entitled "American Importation of Canadian 
Wheat," issuro by the F<>od Research Institute of Stanford University, 
California, in November, 1926. Vol. III, No. 1, November, 1926.) The 
following is a quotation from the report : 

SUPJilRIOIUTY OF CANADIAN WHEAT 
".Apart from cleanness, high percentage of vitreous kernels, and low 

count of deteriorated kernels, the chief superiorities of Canadian wheat 
for millers lie in the heavy weight and the high protein content. On 
the average, Canadian hard spring wheat is several pounds heavier 
per volume-bushel than American hard spring wheat. Hard spring 
wheats sold on the sample market in Minneapolis · are in ordinary 
years rarely overweight; at Winnipeg elevator-run wheats are often, 
indeed, in good years usually overweight, the exact weight, however, 
being known. This high weight finds direct expression in a heavier 
yield of flour, which has the effect of making the heavier wheat cheaper 
for the muter. Average No. 1 Manitoba Northern will . yield per 5 
bushels in different years from 11 to 15 pounds more straight flour 
than may be secured from average No. 1 dark Northern spring; 
avemge No. 3 Manitoba Northern will yield about 4 to 6 pounds more 
straight flour per 5 bushels than average No. 1 dark Northern. Not 
only are the specifications for weight consistently higher in the case 
of Canadian wheat, but overweight is common in Canadian wheat and 
uncommon in American wheat. The high-protein wheat gives stronger 
flour so that the net result is a larger yield of a stronger flour to the 
unit for wheat. For practical purposes, we may say that Manitoba 

Northern wheats are purchased and milled on the basis of official 
grades, whereas most dark Northern wheats are purcha:.::ed and milled 
on the basis of premiums for qualities lying outside of the grades. The 
influence of this state of affairs Ol) merchandising practices is ob1ious; 

"Within the official grades, year in and year out, No. 3 Manitoba 
Northern is comparable with average No. 1 dark Xorthern., usually 
with a slight superiority on the side of the Canadian wheat. It is 
commonly heavier, has a higher p{'rcentage of vitreous kernels, is 
cleaner, and gives a somewhat larger outturn of comparable flour . . 
When an American miller contemplates an importation, be first con
siders No. 3 Manitoba Northern as alternative to average No. 1 dark 
Northern spring." 

During the coUI·se of the testimony before the Committee on Ways 
and Means in 1929, with respect to. the pending tariff revision, Mr. 
M. W. Thatcher, of St. Paul, Minn., representing the Northwest .Agri
cultural Foundation, stated, in reply to a question offered by Mt·. 
CHil\DBLOl\I ·(see p. 4362, Vol. VII, Tariff Readju~tment, 1929) : "Cana
dian No. 3 and our No. 1 Northern would be about the same." 

The Hon. Sidney .Anderson, representing the Millers' National Federa
tion, testified before the same committee with resp~ct to wheat and 
wheat flour (see p. 4370, supra) : 

"Mr. RAMSEYER. Can you tell this committee just what you mean 
by comparable wheat? 

":Mr. ANDERSO)l. I mean wheat of comparable intrin&ic:;,. milling value. 
For example, comparing Winnipeg with Minneapolis. No. 1 Northern at 
Minneapolis is comparable in intrin ic value to No. 3 Northern in Canada 
for the reason, particularly, that No. 1 ~orthern in Minneapolis is a 
wheat weighing 58 pounds." 
COMPARISOX OF PRICES OF UNITED STATES Al\"D CANADIA)l SPRING WHEAT 

The following table gives the prices of No. 1 dark Northern hard 
spring wht>at and No. 1 Northern spring wheat at Minneapolis, and <>f 
No. 2 arid No. 3 Northern spring wheat at Winnipeg, for the crop years 
1920-21 to 1929-30, inclusive. The table also shows the amount by 
which the domestic grades of wheat quoted exceed the canadian grades. 
It will be noted that in the crop year 1920-21 Canadian grades, as a 
rule, sold at higher prices than the domestic grades, but that after 
the enactment of the emergency tariff act of May, 1921, the prices of 
the hard spring wheats in the United States have been, as a rule, higher 
than the prices for the Canadian wheats. There have been exceptions 
to this in certain years, when large domestic crops of hard spring wheat 
marketed during periods when the Canadian crop of hard spring wheat 
was short have sold at prices below the Canadian wheat at times or 
at prices which reflected only slightly the existing tariff. As a ~eneral 
rule, however, the table shows that our No.1 dark Northern bard spring 
wheat has been higher in price than either the No. 2 or the No . 3 
ca'nadian Northern bard spring wheat at Winnipeg. The same holds 
true for our No. 1 Northern hard spring wheat at Minneapolis. 

WHIIAT IMPORTS 
The Wall Street Journal's editorial writer also challenges my 

statement that "The terrible slump in farm prices which over
took the farmer in 1920 and 1921 was due in large measure to 
the fact that these products were on the free list" ; and my 
further statement that "Notwithstanding a surplus at home on 
a numbP.r of important farm products huge imports from abroad 
were dumped on our markets, creating complete demoraliza
tion"; and insists that I "overlooked the fact that the postwar 
deflation was not a domestic affair." . He then goes on to state 
that "It began in Japan and swept over the whole civilized 
world. It included all businesses as well as farming." I, of 
course, did nothing of the sort. I .said the slump in the price 
of farm products "was due in large measure" to the fact that 
the farmer's products were then on the free list. · 

The truth of this statement is unassailable by anything based 
upon fact. - At that time America- was the only country in the 
world where the people had the cash to buy, and foreign export
ers rushed their goods upon our markets to avoid puying the 
-duties which they knew would be levied -just as soon as Presi
dent Warren G. Harding was sworn in. Our importers fol
lowed suit for the same reason and filled tht?ir warehouses with 
foreign goods and farm products. 

It is a fact too well recognized in economics to need sustain· 
ing argument that comparatively small imports dumped upon a 
market already well supplied with domestic products produces 
demoralization, with a resulting drastic fall in prices. Of 
course, other facts entered in, but the "huge imports," and I 
use the term advisedly, were a major factor in the rapid 
decline of farm commodities' prices in 1920-21. 

The United States Tariff Commission has just supplied me 
with a table showing the imports of wheat and flour for con
sumption for the years 1919-1929, inclusive. I shaH append it 
hereto for the information of the country and the Wall Street 
Journal in particular. 

This table does not include wheat which was entered free of 
duty for milling-in-bond and for subsequent export as flour. 
The table shows the sharp dedine in the imports of wheat whi.ch 
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came almost entirely from Canada as soon as the emergency 
tariff act of May 28, 1921, went into effect. In 1920, when wheat 
was on the free list, imports amounted to 35,700,000 bushels. 
In 1921, from January 1 to Mai 27, general imports of wheat 
amounted to 18,130,000 bu8hels. After a duty of 35 cents per 
bushel was imposed in the emergency tariff act of 1921 the 
imports declined sharply. This decline continued when the 
tariff act of 1922 went into effect carrying a rate of 30 cents per 
bushel on wheat. In 1923 imports amounted to 8,900,000 
bushels. In 1924, effective April 7, by presidential proclamation 
under the flexible provisions, the duty was increased to 42 cents 
per bushel. During the period January 1 to April 5, 1924, 
6 200 000 bushels of wheat were imported. Under the increased 
r~te ~f duty imports of wheat have de~lined until in 1929 they 
amounted to only 36,000 bushels. · 

The imports of hard spring wheat have, it has been claimed, 
been relatively unimportant as compared to the total wheat 
production of the United States,_ o.f all types of about 800,000;000 
bushels annually. This overlooks the fact that the imports- of 
wheat compete directly with hard spring wheat and particularly 
with domestic No.1 wheat. In 1920, for example, the production 
of hard spring wheat in the United States was 174,230,000 
bushels of which 33.4 per cent was graded as No. 1. Approxi
mately 60,000,000 bushels, therefore, were graded in that year 
as being comparable in quality to th~ imports of 35,700,000 
bushels. In 1923, the year of largest imports since the removal 
of- wheat from the free list, the domestic production of the 
United States is reported at 172,783,300 bushels, of which ap
proximately 40 per cent or 68,000,000 bushels were graded as 
No. 1. Imports in that year were close to 9,000,000 bushels. 

It is evident that prior to the proclamation by the President 
of the 42 cents per bushel duty on wheat the imports repre
sented a very large proportion of the domestic consumption of 
hard spring wheat of quality graded as No. 1. Besides their 
direct competitive influence the imports of wheat have had an 
indirect effect on the marketing of all grades of hard spring 
wheat. 

In addition to the imports of wheat which came in free of 
duty during 1919, 1920, and 1921 there were in those years 
considerable imports of flouT from Canada free of duty. In 
1920, for example, the imports of flour amounted to 800,000 
bushels. In 1921, from January 1 to May 27, they amounted 
to 68,000 bushels. The emergency tariff act of 1921 made wheat 
flour dutiable at 20 per cent. However, because of the malad
justment of the rate of duty on floUT to the rate on wheat flour 
was exported to the United States from Canada following the 
emergency act on more favorable terms than wheat. Thus in 
1922, from January 1 to September 21, inclusive, the United 
States imported 484,000 barrels of flour from Canada. The act 
of 1922 made flour dutiable at 78 cents per 100 pounds or ·the 
equivalent of $1.53 per cent per barrel. Under this rate of duty 
a considerable volume of imports of flour continued. The 
presidential proclamation went into effect April 6, 1924, increas
ing the duty on wheat floUT $1.04 per 100 pounds or the equiva
lent of $2.883 per barrel. This rate of duty which contained a 
full compensatory for the new ·duty on wheat of 42 cents per 
bushel has resulted in a very considerable decline in flour. 

I respectfully commend the table following for study to the 
editorial writer of the Journal and hope he may not find it 
entirely unprofitable: 

Wheat 1 and flour: United States imports for consumption, 1919-1929 

Rates of 
duty 

Wheat 

Quantity Value Rates of 
duty 

Flour 

Quan- Value 
tity 

Bushels Barrels 
1919________________ Free. _____ 7, 913,589 $H, 916,589 Free. _____ 16, 7U $174,874 
1920 __ ______ ____ ____ ... do _______ 35,712,035 75,170,509 .•. do _______ 800, 348 8, 663,721 
1921 (Jan. 1-May ... do ___ ____ 18, 132, u/7 29,774,372 ... do _______ 767,799 6, 628,656 

Zl) . 
1921 (May 28-Dec. 35centsper 3, 574, 164 4, 248, 283 20 per cent 198, 142 1, 096, 705 

31). bushel. 
1922 (Jan. 1-Sept. . •. do _______ 7, 394,989 8, 996,382 . .. do _______ 484,574 2, 699,794 

21). 
1922 (Sept. 22-Dec. 30centsper 3, 165,026 

-31) . bushel. 
1923 _____ __ _________ ------------ 8, 929,749 
1924 (Jan.1-Apr. 5). ------------ 6, 215, 465 
1924 (apr. 6-Dec. 42centsper 679, 160 

31). busbe1. 1925 _______________ _ ... do ______ _ 
1926- -- ------------- ... do __ ____ _ I9Z7 ________ : _____ __ ... do ______ _ 
1928 ________________ ... do __ ____ _ 
1929 __ ______________ ... do ______ _ 

1, 308,399 
451,029 
21,299 

224,133 
36,263 

3, 393, 'Jffl $1.53 p e r 
barrel. 

8, 887, 124 ... do ______ _ 
5, 841, 153 . .. do ...... . 

736, 178 $2.038 per 
barrel. 

1, 701, 8.!i1 ... do ______ _ 
640, 140 ... do ______ _ 

Z7, 443 .•. do ______ _ 
280, 690

1 

___ do ______ _ 
29, 208 ... do ______ _ 

142, 243 745, 736 

264, 019 1, 366, 051 
55, 983 291, 610 
8, 676 Zl, 232 

11,086 71,417 
9,155 71,587 
3, 579 30, 158 
3, 867 26, 917 
1, 945 , 13, 367 

1 Does not include wheat entered free of duty for milling in bond and reexport. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, the adoption of this confer
ence report marks the final act in the passage of the Hawley
Smoot, or "Grundy," Tariff Act, the most atrocious and 
iniquitous piece of .legislation of its kind ever foisted on the 
American people. 

The excessive rates carried- in this bill adversely and seri
ously affect every man, woman, and child in the United States, 
and its evil consequences will be felt hardest by the workers 
in the large cities and their families. 

It adds an enormous amount to the cost of living, estimated 
as high as a billion dollars a year. This bill is pushed through 
Congress over the protest of more than 30 foreign nations
those nations which give us the foreign markets to take the 
surplus of farms and factories-it is jammed through in spite 
of the protests of more than a thousand of the foremost econo
mists of the country, who see in it the destruction of our foreign 
markets. In my opinion it will be of little or no service to 
mdustry but, on the contrary, it will add recruits to the already 
large army of unemployed. 

Nowhere in the make-up of the bill does any attention seem 
to have been given to the average citizen-.-the too-often for
gotten consumer. Everything that he or she needs to keep 
body and soul together is taxed, and for whose benefit 'l Food, 
such as sugar, fruits, vegetables, meats, and dairy products;· 
wearing apparel of all kinds ; boots, shoes, bats, woolens, cot
tons, silks, and rayons ; house furnishings of every description 
and the materials used in building homes; jewelry, watches, and 
clocks ; china ware and glassware. 

Even the bedside of the sick has not been overlooked in the 
taxing of surgical instruments and hospital appliances. In fact, 
nothing that in. any possible way could add to the increased cost 
of living for the average person has been overlooked in the 
tnaking up of this tariff bill for the favored few. It has been 
denounced by the press of the Nation and merchants through
out the country have protested its enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, as one of the great mass of consumers who will 
feel the effect of the burdens that must naturally follow in the 
wake of the adoption of this bill, and as a friend of the many 
millions of people throughout the United States who go to make 
up this class, I can not in good conscience do anything else 
than vote against the adoption of this legislation. I know that 
there are sufficient votes to pass the bill, but the responsibility 
for all its iniquities and the results that are sure to follow rests 
upon the shoulders of those who vote in favor of it. . 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, I have voted for this tariff bill. 
I have not voted for it because it is perfect. 
I do not think it is perfect. 
It is far from perfect. 
Its friends know this. 
I cast my vote for it because it seemed to be the best thing 

to do. 
Our Government is founded on checks and balances. 
The slogan on the streamer in the eagle's beak in the coat 

of arms of the State of Illinois, " State sovereignty and national 
union " still holds good. And the provisions in the United 
State~ Constitution guaranteeing that the three functions
executive, legislative, and judicial-shall not be interfered with 
still holds good. · 

It follows inevitably that the resulting institution, the con
cept, the reaction, the grand total, the grand culmination-that 
is our dual Government, with three agencies ,or departments
is' a general, generous, wide-sweeping compromise, a give and 
take. 

This being so, it is not to be wondered at tllat 96 Senators 
and 435 Representatives, each with diverse interest and b:ur
d.ens and needs and policies and triumphs and disasters, should 
each have had to subscribe to some things they did not want and 
to vote against some things they did want. 

The tariff situation is no exception ; it does not escape. 
Consequently, when the .Senate by n. vote of 44 to 42 and 

the House by a great vote voted the present tariff bill nobody 
was entirely satisfied. 

It was always so. Nobody was entirely satisfied with the 
Magna Charta or the Declaration of Independence in 1776 or 
the Constitution in 1789. 

Nobody was entirely satisfied with the results of all our 
wars. 

And there have always been numerous men, leaders, who have 
felt that our diplomatic efforts and achievements could have 
been better. 

But somehow or other the world has "muddled along." 
And neither triumph nor disaster has been able to check the 

onward march of civilization. 
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Kipling, the British writer, says: 

If you can meet both Triumph and Disaster 
And treat tho c two impostors just the same • • •. 

He was right; they are both impostors, for neither is what it 
pretends to be. Triumph is not so satisfying as it might be 
and neither i disaster so appalling. We manage to survive 
both. 

I attach as fairly reflecting my own feelings and hope the 
following paragraphs from an editorial in the Washington Post: 

THE XEW TARIFF LAW 

As promptly as po~ ible President Hoover announced ~at he would 
sign the tariff bill. His re1iew of the bill sweeps aside much popular 
misunderstaumng, most of it dellbe.rately injected by opponents of pro
tection. Among the worst offenders against truth in tariff matters have 
been the selfi.sh interests that are trying to induce foreign governments 
to grant them special tariff favors. These interests woulll not hesitate 
to injure or de troy other American businesses if by so doing they 
could sell more goods abroad. Many of them have been built up by 
the protective tariff; and now, after haling reached the state where 
they are not in need of protection, they are not willing that American 
labor, industry, or agr.iculture should ha\e protection. · 

The new tarltr law is strictly in line with the majority sentiment of 
the United States. It increases duties principally on agricultural prod
ucts. It maintains duties in industries employing millions of men. It 
makes relatively few increases in industrial duties, and with all the 
political agitation against lhe bill no one has yet pointed out an in
crease that is unwarranted. The purpose of the bill 1B to stimulate 
production and to keep producers employed. Unless Americans can be 
employed productively they will not be heavy consumers of anything, 
however cheap. Employed at high wages, they a.re the greatest con
sumers in the world. Their purchases of foreign goods run into billions 
of dollars annually. No foreign country that can produce the raw 
materials required by America need fear the new tariff law. 

Mr. Hoover takes pride in the fact that his insistence bas brought 
about a great improvement in the mechanism which will make ta.riii 
readjustments flexible, by particular items and not by general revision. 
The turmoil attendant upon general tariff revisions is relished by 
nobody, and it 1B gratifying to see new legislation that will make general 
revision unnecessary tor a long time to come. 

The success of the flexible provision will · depend largely upon the 
ability of the new Tariff Commission. Increased salaries will enable 
the President to obtain the ser-vices of capable men. lle will select 
Democrats and Republicans in equal numbers. A recommendation by 
the Tariff Commission will necessarily be nonpartisan, and the spirit 
of the new law requires that the commission shall apply the protective 
principle. Improved methods of ascertaining the disparity between 
cost of production here and abroad will enable the commission to make 
prompt reports, upon which the PrE"Sidcnt can readjust rates to meet 
changed conditions. 

The Democratic Party seems to believe that it can make the tarl.tr 
a leading issue in forthcoming campaigns. To this end the spokes
men of the party have been indefatigable in their criticism of the new 
law. Many of them have gone contrary to their own party platform 
in trying to defeat a system that insures employment of A.merican 
workingmen in preference to foreign workers. The American industrial 
system, which is the envy of all other nations, is based upon protec
tion. The people have repeatedly, by overwhelming majorities, ap
proved of protective tariffs. The new tariff law enlarges the protec
tion afforded to agriculture, but does not otherwise materially differ 
from former tariffs. Therefore it does not seem probable that a suc
cessful attack can be made upon the tariff as a political issue. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, the tariff bill of 19-30 is 
now economic history. Imports from foreign countries now are 
subject to the new rates set up and made a law by the passage 
of this act. The time has arrived when every loyal American 
citizen should display his faith in fundamental American prin
ciples-those principles which are the bedrock upon which this 
great country is founded. Faith in the United States of Amer
ica and in the Government which guides our country is the need 
of the moment, for it breeds prosperity and well-being. The 
tariff bill is a law, and we should accept it and stop going about 
with long faces. As Shakespeare said : 

Things without all remedy hould be without regard; what's done 
is done. 

The Washington merchant who quoted this line in a local 
paper a few days ago made a commendable display of faith in 
our Go\"ernment; we need more of it from all sides. Calamity 
bvwlers go about talking of business depression and unemploy
ment, spreading uneasiness. What we need is more good cheer 
leaders. The new tariff bill should go far to help herald the 

dawn of a new day of prosperity and progress, for it digs down 
toward the ba~ic reasons of unemployment and depressions. 

The United States have long been the dumping ground for 
cheap merchandise of every foreign country in the world. This 
new bill should help eradicate that. Foreign countries with 
their cheap, low-grade labor have exported goods to this coun
try, where they have been sold on the open market in competi
tion with goods made by high-grade, well-paid American labor. 
The re ult is that foreign-made goods have sold in preference 
to American-made goods. Factories can not continue to turn 
out products that are not selling. They must close down. Be-· 
cause of this foreign ·competition, American factories have been 
forced to close, others to curtail production. As a result, our 
workers have been forced into idleness. Idle worker have no 
money to spend. Thus, we have had both depression and un
employment. This new tariff bill creates schedules higher than 
ever before in tariff history. They are badly needed to elimi
nate this cut-throat competition. By forcing foreign imports to 
compete fairly with our own products, we give protection to our 
workers; we insure our industries of that honest competition 
to which they are entitled. 

The State of Kentucky has fared fortunately in this tariff 
bill and my own district has been recognized very favorably. 
The blue-gmss section of Kentucky, long famous for its blue 
grass and orchard-grass seeds, has secured a tariff on these 
seeds that will insure ample protection against the influx of 
the cheaper Canadian seeds. These two items, formerly taxed 
at 2 cents per pound, have been increased 3 cents and are now 
carrying an. import duty of 5 cents for every pound imported 
into this country to compete with the seeds raised in Kentucky. 

Tobacco, the principal agricultural product of Kentucky, 
whose Burley is world-famous, has also been recognized in the 
tariff bill. · The tobacco-raisers, long stifled in the grip of an 
unjust and unwarranted high revenue tax on cigarettes, have 
been given some relief from competition with the cheaper 
tobacco from other countries. The rates on wrapper and filler 
tobacco have been increased 171h cents over the rate of 1922. 
This will effect a great saving to the tobacco farmers of Ken
tucky and the South. I sincerely hope that in the next session 
Congress will see fit to act upon the bill which I introduced to 
cut in half the revenue tax on cigarettes, which will grant a 
more effective relief to tobacco raisers. This tax is now work
ing a great hardship on Kentucky!s Burley tobacco growers. 

Butter, for which the Kentucky housewife and dairy farmer 
are justly famous, has received an increase from 12 cents to 
14 cents. In reality, butter has been increased 6 cents over 
the rate of 1922. This product was given additional protection 
by an Executive order, the tariff of 8 cents having been in
creased to 12 cents. 

Similarly, almost every other agricultural product bas been 
accorded protection. The duty on eggs has been increased. The 
rate on eggs in the shell has been raised from 8 cents to 10 
cents. Prepared eggs have had an increase from 6 cents to 11 
cents per pound. 

The rates on poultry have been increased to a degree where 
they afford real protection to the poultry farmer. The tariff 
on chickens, ducks, geese, turkeys, and guineas have been in
creased from 3 to 8 cents per pound. Dressed and undressed 
poultry receive an increase of 4 cents per pound. 

Wheat, that great staff of life for which a friendly market is 
such an absolute necessity to many thousands of farmers, has 
been increased from 30 to 42 cents a bushel, which will go far 
toward granting American farmers protection against the unfair 
competition of Russian and Argentine wheat. 

On every hand we may expect to see the reviving influence of 
this tariff law. It is not perfect-but Congress is not perfect; 
but it is a bill over which the labor of muny months has been 
expended-a bill which honestly seeks to fill a vital need. It 
may not fill that need in every instance-the probabilities ru.·e 
that it will not. Yet it will go far toward granting that relief 
which American labor, industry, and agriculture have long 
needed. It may bring a squeal from those who would prefer 
to buy the cheap shoes of Czechoslovakia in preference to the 
American product. It may cause a howl by those who prefer 
to walk and ride on Belgium concrete roads and walks, rather 
than on roads made of paving produced in the United States. It 
may cause a feeling of bitterness in the breasts of those who 
prefer to eat the butter made in Denmark and ·sweden rather 
than that made by the Kentucky housewife and dairy fa.rmer. 
I contend that the people who raise these outcries are not 
deserving of consideration. 
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I would rather live in a house made of ·American concrete or 

American lumber; I would rather eat the bread made of Ameri
can wheat, raised on an American farm by American farmers; 
I would rather wear a pair of shoes made in an American 
factory, than a pair made by cheap labor in Czechoslovakia, 
while American shoemakers go hungry. I would rather live in. 
America and buy the products o:f American agriculture and 
labor, rather than live here and while pretending to be a 
patriotic citizen purchase the goods imported from foreign 
countries just because they cost a few cents less. I put my 
-Americanism and my love for Americans above the miserly 
question off dollars and cents. If it is necessary to protect 
American agriculture, American labor, and American industry, 
I am willing to help erect a tariff. wall a mile high, if need be,
for they are our countrymen, our fellowmen, and they deserve 
and should have our consideration before the people of any 
other land. 

Mr. BRAND of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the new tariff bill just 
signed by the President the tariff on sweet milk was changed 
from 2lh to 6Jh cents per gallon; condensed milk from 7 to 12lh 
cents per pound ; cream 40 per cent butterfat from 20 cents per 
gallon to 56 cents per gallon; butter from 8 cents per pound to 
14 cents. 

This is intended to give the American market to our dairy
men because we can produce all that the United States con
sum~ at a reasonable price. The tariff on casein made from 
skim milk was increased from 2~ to 5~ cents per pound, 
opening up a market for skim by manufacturing casein, which 
is now being imported. 

:Uilk is the largest source of revenue for the average Ameri
can farmer, -and the price of -milk for a number of years bas 
been fairly good as compared with other articles, and we have 
been receiving a direct benefit of the tariff on b~tter. 

Last fall the situation began to change and by December the 
price of butter went down to a parity with Danish butter on 
the London· market and has stayed there during the winter 
and spring, and milk producel's. lost the benefit of the tariff. 
During May and .Tune very low prices obtained on the London 
market and the tariff again protected the American producer 
to the ~tent of a few cents per pound; but butter remains at 
least 10 cents below the tariff wall and 10 cents at least below 
normal prices. 

Milk prices are based upon the price of butter to a very 
large extent, and if conditions do not change, this year will 
show a decrease in the receipts of farmers for milk and its 
products of from $300,000,000 to $400,000,000 less than the 
previous year. The cause of this is generally ascribed to an 
increased number of cows, and the recommendation of the Gov
ernment authorities has been to reduce the number of cows by 
selling the poor ones. However, there was another reason. 
We had an abundance of grass in July, August, and September 
last year on account of constant rain at a time when there is 
generally very much less rain and very much less grass growing, 
and thi caused all dairies to- produce an unusual amount of 
milk. The surplus was converted into butter, and this butter 
eventually went into cold storage and was carried through. the 
winter. 

Even now, in .Tune, 1930, there are some 17,000,000 pounds· of 
butter in storage more than there were a year ago and more 
than there were two years ago on the same date. That is, 17,-
000,000 pounds of butter have caused a drop in the price of 
butter from 10 cents to 12 cents per pound, and we produce in 
the United States 1,500,000,000 pounds of butter per year. The 
lo s on this total production of butter amounts to at least $150,-
000,000 for the yeru· on account of the reduction in price. The 
17,000,000 pounds of butter now in storage in excess of previous 
years is worth on the market something less than $6,000,000, 
so we are enduring a loss of $150,000,000 in the price of butter 
on account of having a surplus worth, all told, about $6,000,000. 
This is not all of the story. 

The milk used in butter represents only about one-third of 
the milk produced-the balance being used for fluid milk to be 
bottled for city use, also milk used to be evaporated or con-
densed, also milk used for cheese mahing. . 

If we have lost $150,000,000 on the milk used in butter, it is 
very probable that we have experienced an actual loss of more 
than $300,000,000, because the price of milk for all other pur
poses has declined materially, but it is quite. impossible to get 
an actual estimate of the loss such as we can make on butter 
but it is clear that this $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 worth of surplus 
butter is responsible for a loss of not less than $300,000,000 to 
the dairymen of the United States. 

If this small surplus is allowed to stay on the market it will 
continue. to depress our market. If you are interested in agri
culture and want the farmer to have a source of income and be 
able to live in some degree like other people live in the United 
States and do not wish agriculture to become absolutely bank
rupt you will say: Why not destroy that $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 
worth of butter? But that is an uneconomic proceeding and 
does not appeal to very many. 

Then why not buy this butter and take it off the market and 
state when you buy that it will not be sold back into the Ameri
can market but will be d.i.spo ed of outside of this country when 
a favorable opportunity offer . Then it can not get back on the 
American market unless it pays the 14 cents per pound tariff 
duty on butter. 

Of course, there would probably be some loss in this b.·ansac
tion. We might lose $1,000,000; but what if we did, if we 
brought the dairy business back to where it was a year ago? 
What if we did, if we restored the 10 cents per pound that has 
been lost by the American dairyman, which would amount to 
$150,000,000 per year to h~? What if we did, if we restored 
the PTice of milk-and, by the way, the consumers over the 
United States have received no benefit from the reduced price 
of milk which the farmer is getting, because bottled milk has 
not changed in price in many cases. 

Who would have the power and authority to put up $5,000,000 
or $6,000,000 and buy this butter and sell it, perhaps, for less 
than it cost? The Farm Board is undoubtedly organized for 
that purpose whenever, in their judgment, such a proceeding is 
necessary. They were given by the Congress $500,000,000 as a 
revolving fund, to be used in stabilizing farm prices, and butter 
prices to-day are 10 cents below normal, and it is right to 
stabilize these prices at the normal level. 

It is. a fact that they could not do this themselves, but they 
are empowered to organize a stabilization corporation _with full 
power to act and with power to take care of the loss which, as 
I have said before, might not amount to more than $1,000,00Q 
on this transaction, and it might increase the value of American 
products a,t least $300,000,000. -

I submit this proposition to the Federal Farm Board for their 
careful consideration, togethe-r with data confirming my state
ments, with a full realization that they have a great re ponsi
bility in adopting policies and with a firm conviction that the 
Federal Farm Board has a personnel of unusual ability and a 
chairman who has endeared himself to agriculture by making 
the farmer his client and defending his rights. 

The Federal Farm. Board has been organized less than a 
year and they ru·e pursuing a course of organizing farm c·oopera
tives to handle and sell the products of the farm. They are 
ucceeding in this purpose, and the merchants who have form

erly handled these various items are strenuously objecting, but 
the Farm Board has stood firm. 

When these various agencies are well organized and function
ing it is vezy clear that they will encounter the difficulties in 
marketing their crops at a fair price, and the country will have 
the advice · and the experience of these organizations in point
ing out the way to secure for the producers of food and material 
fo-r clothing a fair return for their services. 

Many are criticizing the Farm Board and saying that prices 
are the lowest ever endured by agriculture ; but, if one will take 
a long-time view, I believe the Farm Board are getting at the 
fundamentals and are building a solid foundation. I believe, 
however, that they have gone far enough now for them to de
cide to immediately stabilize the butter- market by handling our 
small surplus outside of the country. 

We are passing thi week a tariff bill intended to improve the 
situation of agriculture. This tariff bill is criticized mostly by 
city newspapers who may not be interested in improved agri
cultural conditions. A careful survey of this bill shows that 
5() per cent of the increases are on agricultural raw materials, 
18 pe-: cent on processed or manufactured agricultural products, 
and 32 per cent on indn trial products. 

This country now has probably an industrial majority. At 
any rate, it has an industrial preemin~nce of influence ~n public 
affairs, and I feel that agriculture has been fortunate m carry
ing out its purpose in this bill, under the circumstances. The 
industrial part of the Nation has conceded to agriculture in 
this bill soine degree of equality under the tariff, but, at the 
same time it has demanded some advances and at the same 
time has been forced to accept 243 decreases in tariff duties, 
while I am not aware that agriculture has suffered one single 
decrease in duty. Many of these schedule~ are effective on 
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agricultural products and the effect will be direct and immedi
ate, but on our surplus crops we still bave a great problem 
because they are selling at world prices. 

This is the problem before the Farm Board and before the 
Congress and faces agriculture. In my opinion, it can and must 
and will be solved. 

I append the data supplied by the Department of Agriculture, 
which confirms my figures, and for the consideration of the 
Federal Farm Board. 

Producti on of dairy products 

[Million pounds, 000,000 omitted] 

Products 1927 1928 1929 

Creamery butter __ .--------------------------------------- I. 496 1, 487 1, 514 
Farm butter. •. -------------------------------------------- 600 590 580 

Total butter--------------------------------------- 2, 096 2, 077 1 2, 094 

Total cheese _________ ___ ------ -- --------------------------- 407 438 1 371i 
Condensed and evaporated milk-------------------------- 1.856 1, 918 2, 066 

Source: U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

Pt·oductio" of milk in the United States, 19!6 

Product Whole milk 
used 

Pounds 

Per cent 
or total 
milk 

Creamery butter_____________ __________________________ 30,487,080,000 25.245 
Farm butter __ ---------------------------- ------------- 12,915,000,00:1 10. 69! 
Cheese (all kinds) ____ __________ ______________ __________ 4, 274, 160,000 3. 539 
Condensed and evaporated milk._--------- ------------ 4, 333, 760,000 3. 589 
Powdered milk__________ _______________________________ 86,144,000 . 071 
Powdered cream __ - - ------------------------------_____ 6, 289, 000 . 005 
Malted milk______________ _____________________________ 45,481,000 . 038 
Sterilized milk (canned)_________________________ _______ 1, 286,000 . 001 
Milk chocolate ______ ______ "----------- ----------------- 171,543,000 .142 
Ice cream (gallons)_________ ________ __ __________________ 4, 464, 144,000 3. 698 
Total whole milk used in manufacturing_-------------- 56, 784,893,000 47.020 
Mille 

For household purposes____________________________ 56,417,000, 000 46.716 
Fed to calves·---------- - -----~--------------------- . 3, 941,600,000 3. 264 
Wasted (estimated)________________________________ 3, 622, 994,000 3. 000 

1------------·1-------
Grand total-------------------------------------- 120, 766, 487,000 100. ooa 

Source : U . S. Department of Agriculture, Bm·eau of Agricultural 
Economics, Division of Dairy and Poultry Products. 

Milk used in manufactured products in the United Stales, 19£7 and 1928 

1927 1928 

Milk 
used per 
unit of 
product 

Quantity of Per cent Quantity of Per cent 

ma~~~~t~ed Whole milk used ~~~ m~~~~t~red Whole milk used ~:~ 
factured factured 

Creamery butter _____ ----- __ ------------------------- __ ---------------
Farm butter ______ ----------------------------------------------------

g~~~:n~~ ~~d~~aporniect-Dii1k" ~ ~ === = == == = == = == = = == == == == = = ==== = = === = 

~~:~~~~~ ~!n-~ ~~=== === = == == ======= = == === ~= === == == == = == = == == == === = = = 

Pound8 Pounds 
21 1, 496, 495, 000 
21 600, 000, 000 
10 403, 685, 000 

2. 5 1, 855, 722, 000 
8 11, 464, 000 

19 338, 000 
Malted milk . ---------- - - - ----------------- - ------ -------------------- 2. 2 22,116,000 
Milk chocolate ____ _ -- - --- - ---- _______ ------------------ ____ ----~------ __ ____________________ ___ _ 
Ice cream (gallons)________ ____________________________________________ 13.75 335,628,000 

Total whole milk used in manufacturing ______________________ __ - -------------------------

Pounds 
31,426,395, 00 54.486 

12, 600, 000, 000 21.846 
4, 066, 860, ()()() 7. 051 
4, 639, 305, ()()() 8.044 

91,712, ()()() ."159 
6, 422,000 . 011 

48,655, ()()() .084 
183, 538, 000 . 318 

4, 614, 885, 000 8. 001 

57, 677, 772, 000 100.000 

Pounds Pounds 
1, 487, 0!9, 000 31, 228, 029, 000 53.947 

590, 000, 000 12, 390, 000, 000 21.404 
437, 519, 000 4, 37 5, 190, 000 7. 558 

1, 918, 427, ()()() 4, 796, 068, 000 8. 285 
9, 605, ()()() 76,840, ()()() .133 

673,000 12,787, ()()() .022 
21,128,000 46,482,000 .080 

---------------- 175, 456, ()()() .303 
348, 046, 000 4, 785, 633, 000 8. 258 

--------- .. ------ 57, 886, 485, 000 100.000 

United States cold-storage holdings of crewme·ry butter 

[Figures given in millions of pounds; i. e., 000,000 omitted] 

Butter--Weekly quotations per pound on best Danish and N ew Zealand 
butter in Lond<m and 92-score butter in New York--Continued 

Month 

January_---- - --------------------- ____ --------- - ----
February ____ -------------------------- - -------------
March ________________ -------------------------- - ----
April . _______ --------------------------- - ------ - -----
May ________ ---_ 4· ___ - -------------------------------

June _____ ------------- - - ----- - -----------------------
July-- ----------------------------------------------
A Ub'llSt --------- ------- -- --- - ------------------------
September _____ ------ __ -------_-------- - ------- ___ - - -
October __ ----------------------- ------------- ______ _ 
November ___________ ____ __ __________ --------- _____ _ _ 

December __ ------------------------------------ ____ _ 

1928 

Pound8 
46 
28 
14 
6 
5 

16 
70 

120 
136 
128 
106 
71 

1929 

Pounds 
44 
25 
12 
6 
6 

28 
92 

152 
169 
159 
138 
112 

1930 

Pounds 
82 
60 
47 
30 
23 

Source: United States Cold Storage R ('ports, U. S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

Butter--Weekly quotations per pound o1t best Danish aruZ Ne1.0 Zea~and 
butt er in Londol£ ana 92-scot·e butter in Ne~o York 

1927 
Jan. 6. ______ -- __ ------ - --- - -------------------------Feb. 3 ______________________________ ___ ---- _________ _ 

Mar. 3 _____ --- _ --- _____ -- __ - -- - ----------------------
Apr. 7 ______ --------------------~-- - --------------- --
1\i ay 5 .. _________ --- __________ -- _ ------- _- __ ------ _ --
June 2. ___________ __________________________________ _ 
July 7 __ -·- _________________________________ _________ _ 

Aug. 4 _______ -------------------------------------- __ 
Sept. 1. ___ -------- _________________________________ _ 

Oct. ti. ____ --- _ -------------------- - ------------ ____ _ 
Nov. 3---------------------------------------------- _ 
Dec. 1.-------------------------------______________ _ 

London 
New 

.York 
Danish New 92score 

Cents 
39. 3 
4D.8 
40.1 
38.9 
35.0 
36.3 
35. 1 
36.3 
39.8 
42.4 
41.3 
42.2 

Zealand 

Cenl8 
37.8 
37.6 
35.8 
33.0 
33.2 
36.7 
34. !J 
36.1 
33. 2 
39.1 
36.7 
36.7 

Cent.s 
50.00 
50.50 
50.00 
50. 0G 
44.50 
43.00 
41.50 
40.50 
44.50 
49.00 
48.00 
51.50 

1923 
Jan. 5-------------------- __________ ----------------- _ 
Feb. 2 __ ------------------------------------------- __ 
Mar. L __________ ------------ ____ ------ - -------------
Apr. 5-----------------------------------------------
May 3 _________ --------------------------------------
June 7------------- ____ ------------ ____ ---------- ___ _ 
July 5_- ---------------------------------------------Aug. 2 _________________ _____________________________ _ 
Sept. 6 _______________ ---- __ __ ---- __ ------------------
Oct. 4 ________ _________ ____ _______ __________________ _ 

NOV. l_ ___ --- ---------------- - -----------------------
Dec. 6. ____________ ------- _ ---- __ ----------------- - --

1929 Jan. 3 ___________________ __ __________________________ _ 

Feb. 7------------------------------------ __________ _ 
~lar. 7-----------------------------------------------
Apr. 4. ____________ ---------- _ ------- _- ---- ---- - -----May 2 _____________________ _________________________ _ 

June 6. ____ ------------------------------------------
July 4.----------------------------------------------Aug. L .. ___________________________ ________________ _ 
Sept. 5 _______________ -- ____________ ---- _ -- ________ ---

Oct. 3 ____________ -~- ----- ________ -------- - -----------
ov. 7-----------------------------------------------:Pee. 5. _____________________________________________ _ 

1930 Jan. 2. _____________________________________________ _ 
Feb. 6 __________________________ ----- - ---- _ ------ _- __ 
Mar. 6. ____ -----------------------------------------
Apr. 3 _________ - ---- ____ _ --- ______ ---- _ --------- .. __ _ 
May L. --------------- - ----- - -----------------------June 6 _______ ------ _____________________________ ____ _ 

Prices for the first week in the month. 

London 

Danish 

Cents 
39.8 
38.9 
43.0 
41.1 
39.0 
37.2 
38.0 
39.5 
41.5 
4.2. 7 
42.8 
44.3 

42.4 
42.4 
4D.6 
35.4 
35.8 
37.6 
38.4 
37.5 
40.1 
44.2 
40.8 
39.5 

38.4 
38.5 
35.8 
30.6 
29.8 
28.9 

New 
Zealand 

Cents 
35.2 
35.2 
37.6 
36.5 
35.6 
36.9 
38. 4 
39.5 
39.6 
39.3 
38.4 
38.9 

40.0 
39.3 
37.2 
35.1 
35.8 
37.0 
37.4 
37.0 
38.4 
39.5 
37.6 
35.8 

34.1 
33.3 
30. 4 
27.4 
28.9 
27.6 

New 
York 

92 score 

Cents 
52.00 
48.00 
49. 0!) 
45.50 
44. 50 
44.00 , 
44.00 
45.25 
49.00 
48.50 
49.00 
52.00 

49.00 
50.50 
50.00 
45.00 
45.50 
43.00 
42.00 
43.50 
45. 00 
46.00 
43.50 
43.50 

38.00 
36.00 
34.70 
38.00 
37.00 
33.00 

Foreign quotations as cabled weekly by Agricultural Commissioner E. A. Foley, 
and converted to United States equivalent at par of exchange. 

Source: U. S. Department of Agriculture. 
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Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, after a period of 17 

months, during which time this bill has been under continuous 
consideration and discussion by either the House or the Senate, 
we ha Ye reached the final stages of action-the ~doption of the 
conference report. 

It is, perhaps, useless to have any further discussion on the 
merits of the bill to-day. I am sure that everyone has reached 
the conviction as to how he or she shall vote. As the " baby " 
conferee, I do want to say a few words about the members of 
the conference committee, both the Democrats and the Repub
licans. We have had a long and strenuous session in the pas
sage of this legislation; part of the time in committee, some 
time in executive essions of the committee, and considerable 
time here on the floor of the House, and in all that time I can 
safely say that there has been no very substantial difference 
between us excepting with respect of our personal, conscientious 
views. · 

The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY], the distinguished 
chairman of our committee, deserves all of the fine things that 
have been said about him by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CROWTHER] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
'l~READWAY]. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREAD
WAY] has him elf been a very able assistant to the chairman. 
And for the benefit of the House I just want to say that while 
there have been many things said about the Republican mem· 
bers of the conference committee and their attitude in confer
ence, I am gratified to say that without exception we voted as 
a· unit on every item and paragraph of the bill that was before 
the conference for adjustment. 

With respect to the Democratic members of the conference, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] and the gentleman 
f!'om Mississippi [Mr. CoLLIER], while their views were,- and 
still are, entirely different from om·s on the theory of a protec
tive tariff and what constitutes protection, we got along with 
them very harmoniously, and there was never a time when the 
voice of a conferee was raised in anger. 

All the items in dispute between the two Houses have now 
been adjusted, and while our Democratic colleagues offered a 
measure of resistance they always finally gave way -with good 
grace, and I want to express to them my appreciation for their 
Yery courteous consideration and treatment of the many diffi
cult problems which confronted us. 

It is usually when we reach this stage of any piece of im
p·ortant legislation that the floodgates of abuse, vituperation, 
villification,. and denunciation are turned loose by its oppon
ents. This is especially true of tariff legislation ; and so in 
the past few days the H~lls of Congress have rung strident with 
the voices of our Democratic brethren, and some of our so-called 
progressive Republican brethren, denouncing the bill as the 
mo t monstrous and atrocious tariff law ever enacted, with the 
exception of the Fordney-McCumber law, the Payne-Aldrich 
la\_V, the Dingley law, the McKinley law, and every other pro
tective tariff law that has preceded the enactment of this act. 
They have said the same things about ·au, and we will continue 
to be regaled with these outbursts through the remaining days 
of the se sion, both here and through the publicity bureau of 
the Democratic National Committee. 

But I am inclined to the opinion that much of the abuse that 
has beeri heaped upon this legislation has been uttered by its 
abusers with their "tongues in their cheeks," for there are very 
few Members of the House and · Senate voting against the 
final passage of this act who are not believers iil the "practice" 
of a protective tariff, although against it in " theory " ; at least, 
they are believers to the extent that they have left no -stone 
unturned to get into the bill increased rates for commodities 
of the farms and factories of their districts-and some have 
even gone s() far as to brag about how they succeeded in get
ting these increased ra,tes in the bill-only to abandon the 
cause when certain of enough Republican votes to pass the bill 
and vote against it on final passage. 

:Mr. Speaker, we have heard much about the protests of for· 
eign nations against the passage of this bill and their threats 
of retaliation. These protests deter me not the slightest in my 
support of a protective tariff. It should not be forgotten that 
practically every one of these protesting foreign nations, per
haps profiting by the example set by the United States, have 
themselves adopted the policy of a protective tariff in the past 
12 years, and in many instances their rates are higher than 
om:s. 

I have no objection to their doing this, but I do most strenu
ously object to their " butting " into our affairs and trying to 
tell us what is best for us in the way of tariff legislation. I am 
not an internationalist. I am an American. The policy of a 
protective tariff is an American policy, and for that American 
11olicy I stand foursquare against its opponents, be they within 
our shores or without our shores. 

I want the American markets so protected that the industries 
and farms of my State and throughout the Nation shall be 
prosperous. I want the wages of the American workmen and 
the American farmers protected against the cheap wages of 
Europe and the Orient. I want our workers to have higher 
wages, not lower wages, so that they may own their homes and 
be able to give their children the advantages of higher educa
tion. I want them to be able to enjoy the pleasures of the 
automobile and the radio and to have their homes equipped 
with all those labor-saving appliances which make the work of 
the housekeeper easier and more enjoyable. In a word I want 
to see the workers of this country enjoy the highest 'possible 
standard of living attainable, and in my opinion such conditions 
can only be attained and fostered under the beneficent influences 
of a protective tariff. -

Our foreign customers should not lose sight of the fact that 
it is just as important for them, as it is for us, . that the high 
standard of American living and the high ..scale of American 
wages shall be maintained, for without a hjgh purchasing power 
we would be able to use little of the hundreds of millions of 
dollars worth of commodities which now come into the United 
States, no matter if we had a high tariff or a low tariff law in 
force. 

The protest of foreign nations is no new thing. There were as 
many protests following the passage of the Fordney-McCumber 
Act and as many predictions of disaster to our foreign com
merce, but what actually happened is an entirely different story. 
We are told by the Secretary of Commerce that-

In the seven years under the 1922 tariff act, our total imports im
creased 41 per cent. Imports of manufactured goods from Europe rose 
from $340,000,000 in 1922 to $581,000,000 in 1929, or by 45 per cent. 
These gains were not due to increased prices of commodities. 

IMPORT INCREASE GENERAL 

Our imports from Germany and CZechoslovakia more than doubled ; 
from Italy they increased 83 per cent; from Belgium, 37% per cent; 
from Spain and Switzerland about 25 per cent each, and from France, 
20 per cent. The United Kingdom is the only important European coun
try from wliich we purchased less in 1929 than in 1922, and this falling 
off was not due to changes in our rates of duty. 

During the same period, our exports of finished manufactured goods, 
the class most affected by the tariff of foreign -countries, increased prac
tically 100 per cent. Every year following the enactment of the 1922 
act showed a marked gain until the present year. 

It is obvious, of course, that the reductions in imports and exports 
which began in the latter part of last year are not to be attributed either 
to the discussion of our tariff or its enactment. There has been a re
cession in business and a reduction in prices throughout the world. 
Other countries, as well as ours, have seen their trade in both directions 
decline during recent months. 

My idea of a protective tariff is that the rates of uuty on 
imported articles which come into active competition with the 
products of our own farms and factories should be based not 
alone upon the actual difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad but they . hould be so fixed as to equalize 
as nearly as possible the difference in competitive conditions 
between the United States and other countrie . 

When this measure was before the Ways and Means Commit
tee for determination as to what rates in the various schedules 
should be increased, we endeavored to lay down the rule that 
vei'Y definite and real competition was established where im
ports of any commodity equaled 10 per cent of dome tic pro
duction. Of course, not all of the items on which the rates 
have been increased could be measured by such a yardstick; 
there were other factors to be considered. For instance, there 
are many commodities shipped here in bulk, such as cement, 
brick, sand, iron pipe, pig iron, certain kinds of ores, and other 
heavy materials, which do not come into competition with 
domestic articles of the same kind outside of the seaport areas 
in which they are delivered. On some of these commodities 
we found that while the imports were less than 10 per cent 
of the domestic production the selling price of the impo,rted 
article in the seaport town influenced the price of the domestic 
article throughout the country, and therefore not only did the 
foreign competition destroy the home i~dustry in these seaport 
areas but it forced the domestic producers in all sections of the 
country to sell their goods at unprofitable prices. Conditions of 
this nature, of course, had to be considered in adjusting the 
rates on such commodities. 

Then there is an entirely new element which conn.'onts us to
day in the making of tariff legislation which did not so strongly 
present itself when our tariff law was last revised in 1922, and 
that is the element of mass production. In previous tariff re
visions mass production in the United States, which was not 
then so far advanced as it is to-day, was used as an argument 
for keeping down tariff rates, the contention being that under 
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our system of mass production our American workers were 
able to turn out many times over in a day's · work the quantity 
produced by foreign workers under the foreign methods then 
in effect, all of which permitted the paying of higher wages to 
the workers and resulted in higher profits for the manufac
turers more than sufficient to make up the difference in cost 
of production and meet foreign competition in the home markets. 

Mass production on the scale on wh~ch it is practiced to-day 
presents a very vital problem in our economic life in its relation 
to the employment or the lack of employment for our workers. 
The changes brought about by this so-called mass production, 
which simply means the substitution of machinery for our men 
and women workers; has resulted in throwing several millions 
of workers out of employment, with its attendant hardship and 
suffering, and has been a high price to pay for industrial 
progre8S. 

Very largely our great industrialists and economists, with all 
the aid that our Government is able to give, are directing their 
energies to :find some way to absorb this surplus of workers and 
put them to work in new fields of industry, but it is a stu
pendous job and must naturally take time. I think that much 
of the unemployment now existing ~ directly due to our 
inability to :find new work for those who huve been displaced 
by new machinery. _ 

At the hearings before the House and Senate committees 
some startling information was given bearing upon the extent 
to which men and women who have spent their lives in develop
ing skill and ability in their work now :find themselves displaced 
by machinery. A few of these instances are worthy of the 
notice of the general public: 

Cases in the steel industry were cited where 7 men now do the 
work which formerly required 60 to perform in casting pig iron~ · 

Two men now do the work which formerly required 128 to perform 
in loading pig iron. 

One man replaces 42 in operating open-hearth furnaces. 
A brickmaking machine in Chicago makes 40,000 bricks per hour. 

It formerly took 1 man 8 hours to make 450. 
In 25 and -40 watt electric bulbs the man-hour output of the auto· 

matic machine is more than thirty-one times that of the band processes. 
In New York from 1914 to 1925 the number of workers in the paper

box industry decreased 32 per cent while the output per wage earner 
increased 121 per cent. 

Thousands of skilled musicians with a life's training behind them are 
being thrown out of employment by the adv-ent of the talking moving 
pictures. 

In the field of news transportation the simplex and the multiplex 
machines have eliminated the need for trained telegraphers, and to-day 
by the mere process of typing a message at the sending office the mes
sage is automatically printed at the receiving office. Many thousands 
of trained telegraphers have been made unnecessary during the past 
few years as a result of this new device. 

In the printing trades new inventions in typesetting threaten to make 
possible the setting of type in innumerable offices scattered as many as 
500 miles away by the manipulation of keys in a central plant. 

Over 8,000,000 more railroad cars were unloaded last year than 1922 
with 250,000 fewer railroad employees. 

The General Motors' decrease in the number of its workers amounting 
to 7,987 was accompanied by an increase in production of 37,347 cars 
delivered to dealers in 1925 compared with 1923. 

Between 1925 and 1927 the number of wage earners in the manufac
ture of motor vehicles, including bodies and parts, dec.reased 56,796. 

In the men's clothing trade a power machine operated by not more 
than 2 persons displaces 200 skilled clothing cutters. 

In the iron and steel industry, on a general average 1 man now does 
as much work as 45 men used to do. 

On a trans-Atlantic liner we used to average 120 stokers to feed the 
boilers ; .now 3 men do this work, dressed immaculately in white, by 
merely turning a valve. ·- · 

The New York Edison Co. installed automatic mechanism that is 
operating an electric distributing station which is supplying sufficient 
power to light 300,000 homes without one human being in the plant. 
An operator 3 miles away handling the switch has perfect control at all 
times. 

Again, a mechanical device known as the bu~iness brain will do the 
work of nine-tenths of the office men employed in large institutions. 
A. . machine 1 simultaneously do the work ot a cash · register, doing 
bookkeeping and adding, and in another part of the building make a 
complete record of the sale. One bank that has used this machine 
estimates that it can accomplish its accounting _and auditing with . 7_ 
employee.s instead of 67 formerly required. 1 

Where it took 49 coal shovelers to feed one of the plants of the 
International Paper Co., 3 men now do the work by feeding crude oil 
to the boiler. 

In 1915 a man in a razor factory honed 500 blades a day ; now. that 
same man hones 38,000. 

Not less than 2,000,000 workers have been displaced permanently by 
modern machinery. 

The thing which should concern us most in dealing with this 
problem is the fact that this process of mass production is not 
confined to United States alone, and what is being done here 
in this respect is being done all over Europe not only by some 
of our own captains of industry who have seen fit to build 
factories abroad for various and sundry reasons but their ex
ample is being followed by their foreign competitors, and the 
postwar reconstruction of Europe has witnessed its mechaniza
tion almost equal to that of our own country. 

Therefore in the consideration of foreign competition in the 
making of new tariff laws we must now give added weight to 
the fact that we are confronted with the possibility of our do
mestic markets being flooded with a vast increase in importa
tion of foreign commodities and at lower prices than ever, due 
to this system of mass production which heretofore was calcu
lated to give an advantage to the domestic producer. 

The general public, as a rule, has little or no conception of 
the vast quantity and the large value of the goods imported into 
the United States annually, which come in violent .competition 
with our domestic products. And, strange as it may seem, this 
lack of knowledge and understanding applies, perhaps, more 
particularly to the very workers who are employed in the manu
facture of these commodities. I dare say if the average worker 
was asked as to the quantity of the particular article which 
he produces that was imported into the United States in the 
past year, he would be absolutely ignorant of the facts and 
unable to answer the question ; and yet. his very livelihood, to 
a large extent, is affected by it. 

_For instance, I wonder how many of the shoe workers of 
the New England States know that in 1922 there were im
ported into the United States free of duty 871,074 pairs of 
boots and shoes, valued at $1,091,916; that in 1928 the total 
imports had increased to 3,249,939 pairs, ·valued at $9,273,406; 
that in 1929 we imported 7,158,418 pairs, valued at $18,459,311; 
and the indications for the year 1930 are that unless these 
imports are chooked by the imposition of a duty they would 
reach the enormous total of 12,000,000 pairs. 

How many _ of the workers in our hat factories know that 
in 1927 there were 2,814,196 men's straw hats, with a value 
of $1,055,780, imported into the United States, while for the 
year 1929 these imports inC'l'eased to a total of 8,175,231 hats, 
with a value of $2,260,907? 

How many of the workers in the watch industry know that 
more than 1,000,000 watch cases are imported annually; that 
the number of watch movements imported into the United 
States in 1923 was 2,091,747, with a value of $6,698,685; that 
for 1927 the imports amounted to 4,375,097, with a value of 
$10,864,242, while for the 11 months of 1929 the total of im
ports had jumped to 4,534,153, with a value of $10,455,690? 
One-sixth of the total watch production of Switzerland is sent 
to the markets of the United States. Added to this legitimate 
competition is the illegitimate competition which the domestic 
industry is forced to meet, in the practice of a certain class 
of importers and foreign manufacturers to undervalue goods in 
order to lessen the tariff duty; and some have gone so far as to 
bribe customs employees to smuggle in shipments of watch 
movements as dishes, and so forth, and thereby avoid payment 
of the correct duty. It is said that more than a million dol
lars' worth of watch parts were smuggled into the United States 
,within the last year. 

It might be said in passing that, anticipating an increase in 
the rates of duty on watches, the imports for the :first quarter 
of ·1930 have shown a tremendous increase over 1929, as a re
sult of which the domestic market is so flooded with ·imported 
watches that it will probably be a year or more before the effects 
of the new tariff rates will be felt by the domestic industry. 

It would take up much time and space to go on. and enumerate 
tbe many other similar instances which I might cite, but I am 
including in my remarks a list of a very limited number of 
articles, as compared with the total number imported into the 
United States annually, all of which are highly competitive 
with American-made goods, as will be noted from the quantity 
imported. 

This list is particularly representative of the industrial and 
farm life of the State of New Jersey, and it shows a comparison 
in the imports for the calendar year 1928 as compared with 
1929. In some instances the increase is shown to be very con
siderable. However, it is not alone to the increase in fhese 
imports in the one year over the other that I wish to direct 
attention, but more especially to the actual quantity of the com
modities selected that comes into the United States in the course 
of a year, and to the fact that every pound; ton, dozen, ·barrel, 
or whatever the quantity unit may be, displaces a like amount 
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of :\.merican-made goods, and keeps the dollars involved out of 
the pockets of the American worker. The list fQllows: 

Jmpot'tea articles· in competition with -.A.merican-tnade goods 

Unit 12 months ending December-

· Article 
of 

quan-

I tity 1928 1929 

Animals and animal Qua'11titv Value Qua1ltily Value 
products, edible ______ -Lb:::: ------------- $139,103,451 -203; 543; 323- $143, 790, 991 

Meat products __ ___ _____ 183, 248, 653 35,632,206 40,893,474 
Dairy products _________ -Lb:::: -- -- ------ --- 34,228,489 ------------- 30,414,937 
Fish ____ ----- ~- - - ---.--- 373,883, 415 38,542,061 369, 560, 048 39,772,491 
Eggs of poultry in the 

Doz ___ 285,864 82,795 307,912 shell • • __ ___ ____ dut._ 90,602 
Whole eggs, ctried. dut. _ Lb ____ 1,835, 060 1, 017, 1Z7 1, 642,426 892, 193 
Whole eggs, frozen, Lb ____ 11, 124,402 1, 750,305 9,180,137 .prepared , ete ___ _ dut.. 1,585, 393 
Boots and shoes (all 
· leather) _____ ____ free __ Pair ___ 2, 616,884 8, 254,224 6, 182,641 17,025,931 
Slippers, (al1 leather) 

_--- --- ------ ____ free __ Pair ___ 633,998 1, 019,435 975,522 1, 432,705 
Other footwear . ..• dut __ Pair ___ 1,171, 923 316,633 1, 199,990 314., 289 
Gloves ________ ___ --- -- __ Pair ___ 11,505,256 11,103,469 17,388,869 16,550,530 
Beans, dried ______ dut._ Lb __ __ 138, 016, 30S 6, 223,744 120, 098, 037 6, 790,096 
Peas, dried ____ ____ dut . . Lb ____ . 12, 423, 132 467,145 22, 5Z7, 560 855,228 
Peas, split. _____ __ duL Lb ____ 1, 242,713 53,487 6, 709,802 296,619 
Chick peas or garban-

Lb •••• 66,705,649 . 3, 352,681 52,-538, 785 zos __ -- - --"---- - -free . . 3, 262,744 
Musbrooms _______ dut __ Lb ____ · 7, 830,864 . 1, 958,338 9, 071,503 2, 503,703 
Potatoes, white or 
Irish~ - ~ _______ __ dut. _ Lb ____ 222,611,003 3, 141,484 256, 550, 828 4, 304,757 

Garlic __________ : .. dut. _ Lb ___ _ 6, 179,499 286,583 4, 502,253 266,180 
Turnips ___ ________ dut __ Lb __ __ 150, 425, 581 835,849 138, 172, 986 900,665 
Tomatoes, in natural Lb ____ 120, 002, 335 3, 836,116 119, 205, 417 state ____ ________ dut __ - 3, 828,208 
Onions __ ______ __ _ .dut __ Lb ____ 125,978,441 2, 673,529 68, 593, 148 1, 242,310 
Other v-egetables, fresh, Lb ____ 226,481 11,788 n. e. s ___ _____ ___ free __ ------------- ------------
Vegetables, canned: Lb ____ 1,188,803 139,145 1, 686,744 Peas ___ _____ __ dut .. 130,866 

Tomatoes ___ __ dut __ Lb ____ 92,732,091 5,198,472 174,786,822 9,005,164 
Other _________ dut __ Lb ____ 8, 562, 401 861,233 8, 716,360 902,553 

v 'egetables, prepared or 
preserved: 

865,279 72.090 Pi::kles ______ __ dut __ Lb ____ 2,081, 088 100,026 
Sauces. : ______ dut.. Lb ____ 12,382,624 929,895 13,487,757 974,328 
·Lentils __ • ____ .duL _ Lb ____ 7, 042,968 442,622 11,696,543 965,238 
Tomato paste.dut.. Lb _ _- __ 9, 817,456 1,054,029 13,857,362 1, 612,305 

Fruits.---------------- - -------- ------------- Q8,451, 799 --------·---- 58,558,063 
Handkerchiefs, other Doz ___ 5, 184,889 5, 800,072 6,185, 673 6,402,9~ 

than cotton. 

Impot·ted articles in co1npetition with Am c-rica1l-n1ade goods~Continued 

Unit 
of 

quan
tity 

12 months ending December-

Article 

1928 

Quantity 
J,aces, embroideries, etc_ ----·--- -------------
Woolens (for clothing) __ Lb ____ · 8,636, 79.7 
Silk manufactures ____ __ ---------- ---- -------
Hatsofstraw,grass,etc. No ____ 22,Z34,726 
Stone, sand, cement, · 

and lime ______ _____ __ ---------------------
Glass and glass products -------- ___ ----------
Pottery _________________ ---------------- - ----
Tiles ______________ duL Sq. fL .} 

76
,050 

Bricks __________ ___ free__ M ____ _ 
Iron and steel semi-

manufactures __ ___ ____ ---------------------
Steel mill products, 

manufactures _________ ---------------------
Cutlery: 

Razors and parts __ _ 
_____________ dut __ No____ 77,577,792 

Scissors, shears, and 
clippers _____ dut._ No____ 1, 209,548 

Pen, pocket, and 
other folding
blade knives 
____________ _ dut __ No____ 4, 305,332 

Othercutlery.dut __ No____ 1,079,905 
Table, kitchen, and 

other ware, glazed 

T~ls ----~===== =====~~t -~~==== -----~~:~-Needles, hand, sewing, 
and darning _____ free __ M____ 728,475 

Other needles _____ dut __ -------- ----------- --
Dental and surgical in- . 

struments _______ dut •• -------- -------------
Clocks, watches, etc ____ ---------------------

Value 
$6,766,078 
15,856,546 
41,388,361 
7, 762,973 

7, 347,427 
15, 239, 755, 
17,947,401 

403,808 

10,690,752 

17,483,858 

601,988 

269,309 

207,242 
382,028 

196,642 
950,044 

854,882 
202,163 

638,616 
13,245,099 

1929 

QU<mtity 
-------------

8,371, 969 
------------ -

37,605,912 

-------------
---·---------
--------------

17,735 

-------------
-------------

53,102,011 

1, 292,877 

3,857, 990 
1,122, 833 

1,058, 390 
-------------

781,623 
-------------

--------------------------

Valtu 
$6,087,541 
15,799,301 . 
38,851,019 
14, 350, 815 

6, 913,759 
13,992, 'i92 
18,800,223 

167,592 

11.003,466 

18,173,099 

743,413 

212,543 

194, 338 
457, 761 

24.0,886 
1,219, 912 

815,290 
266, 520 

853,608 
16, 922, 263 . 

Now, let us get the other side of the picture and see how much . 
the foreign workers are paid in comparison with what is· paid 
in the United States. This is a most important matter in the 
consideration of tariff legislation, and I am therefore following 
with tables showing a comparison in the wage scale of the 
United States and Europe and the Orient. These tables are 
W{)rthy of the closest attention, for they are very complete and 
brought up to the most recent date available.' Would anyone 
want to see such a scale of wages in effect in, this country? 

Standard hourtv wages of adult male work!rs in various countrle& o[th~ world, January, 19:10,1 bv industry· and occupation 
[All figures~ cents, United States currency! 

A us~ Can- Czecho- Den- Esto-
Neth- Swe- United States 

traha, A us- ada, slova- mark, France, Ger- Italy, erlands, Poland, Spain, den, . Industry and occupation M e. - tria, Mont- k:ia, Copen- nia, Paris many, Genoa Am- War- Barce- Stock- San 
bourne Vienna real Pragu~ hagen Tallinn Berlin ster- saw lona holm Chi- New Fran-dam cago York cisco 

~-------~ ---------------------
Building: 

Bricldayers and masons ________ 70.12 Z3.06 118.67 28.42 60.46 12.06 Z3.58 36.78 17.00 40.63 21.39 1 19.65 77.33 163 175 138 
Carpenters and joiners •• -----~-- 66.56 21.65 79.11 Z3.38 49.22 · 12.06 ZJ.ll 37.01 18.31 36.61 17.25 19.65 68. 74 150 150 113 
Plumbers _______ ----.----------- 67.07 18.28 84.06 22.50 46.81 13.40 22.60 40.60 15.17 35.40 16.38 52.89 163 150 125 
Painters (general)_------------- 63.01 25.87 79.11 25.16 50.56 13.40 21.62 35.58 18.04 30.17 17.81 16.38 73.03 163 150 113 
Structural iron workers _________ ----- --- 21.37 98.89 35.52 -------- -------- 21.62 30.81 -------- _.,. ______ -------- 16.38 44.30 150 175 138 Concrete workers ____________ :. __ -------- 21. ·37 39.56 22.20 -------- -------- -------- 36.78 14.64 36.21 16.38 48.60 150 150 ll3 Laborers (general) ____ __________ 55. tO 17.72 39.56 20.72 ·46.55 8.04 16.31 30.33 13.08 10.98 13.10 48.60 00 120 69 

Mechanical engineering: 
Fitters and turners.------------ 62.50 17.43 67.25 26.94 44.94 12.96 24.56 30.81 .14.12 33.79 21.39 19.65 40.28 -------- -------- --------Iron molders (sand) ____________ 57.43 16.87 69.22 Z7.68 51.36 12.33 30.81 18.31 33.79 28.45 19.65 45.65 -------- -------- --------
Patternmakers .• _ -- ------------ 67.58 20.39 79.11 26.20 48.95 13. 94 30.81 33.79 19.65 44.30 -------- ................ --------Unskilled laborers ______________ 48.25 12.37 44.50 13. 32 35.31 7.50 16.31 20.06 11.51 .24. 94 10.75 13.62 33.56 -------- -------- --------FUrniture making: 
Cabinet makers ________________ 56.41 18.98 64.28 26. 6! 40. 66 10.99- 26.53 31.04 18.31 30.98 19. 65 40.28 -------- -------- .................. 
Upholsterers ________ ------------ -------- ·18. 98 84.06 23.68 43.07 14.20 -------- 32.00 30.98 16.38 42.96 129 --------French polishers ________________ 56.41 69.22 19.83 13. 40 -------- 31.04 18.31 -------- -------- 14.80 40.28 ---------------- --------

Printing and bookbinding: 
nand compositors ______________ 63 .. 01 w. 67 84.06 23.38 48.15 15.28 

}24.56 { 29.13 21.81 -------- 26.88 16.38 42.96 123 127 116 
Machine compositors _________ , _ 69.61 20. 67 84.06 30.78 48.15 19.03 34.86 23.43 -------- 37.52 20.44 48.33 126 127 116 Machine minders _______________ 63.01 22.78 77.13 46.28 16. 35 29.13 21.81 -------- -------- 18.08 42.96 126 133 116 Bookbinders __________ __________ 63.01 19.26 72..19 20.72 47.88 14.47 20.04 Z7.22 21.81 -------- 14.80 37.59 107 102 114 
Unskilled laborers ____ __________ -------- 13. 36 16.87 33.44 11.26 16. 31 25.55 13.08 12.77 13. 10 32.22 -------- -------- -- ------

EJectrical installation (building): 
Electrical fitters (skilled) __ ,_---- 57.94 19.68 74.17 28.64: 40.39 12.06 35.82 18.83 32.18 19.60 16.38 48.33 ------ -· -------- --------

Electrical power distribution: 
Electrical fitters (skilled)_------ 55.91 -------- ---·---- 22.20 13.94 35.82 16.74 36.61 14.80 40.28 -------- -------- --------Unskilled laborers ______________ -------- 17.32 12.60 16.31 29.85 13.08 13.10 -------- -------- -------- --------

Transport: J Tram and bus drivers __________ 49.31 24.15 - 50.43 Z7. 38 36.38 11.79 33.43 14.38 36.61 19. 7l 12.31 46.18 71 80 78 
Tram and bus conductors ______ 49.3r · 24.89 50.43 27.38 36.38 9.1! 30.09 13.55 33.39 19.71 11.53· 46.18 71 60 78 
Motor drivers (van and lorry) __ 50.83 20.53 43.51 20.72 33.17 12.60 33.43 11.45 -------- -------- 16.38 40.28 59 82 12 
Horse drivers (one horse)------- 45.72 14 .. 06 37-58 17.76 27.29 7. 77 Z7.22 10.72 -------· .. ;. ............. 16.38 36.25 52 70 63 
Railway goods porters __________ 47.75 49.45 -------- -------- 8.~ ·23.16 16.21 ~8.10 16.38 ' 40.81 ·----- ·-------Railway permanent way labor- ' ers _____ - -- -------------------- 49.31 44.50 -------- -------- 7.24 Z3.88 11.92 24.54 -------- 12.31 .42.96 -------- -------- --------Food industry: 
Bakers.------------------------ 7a.20 -------- -------- 21.16 41.20 10.99 -------- 29.85 -------- --·----·- 28.88 18.08 82 90 91 

Loca.l authorities: 
Unskilled laborers ______________ 42.16 -------- 39.56 12.28 39.86 8.31 25.5,5 -------- 14.34 13.10 48.33 69 69 82 

1 Except for Australia (June, 1928), Austria (December. 1929), France (October, 1929), and the United States (May, 1929). 
Source: International Labor Review (published by the International Labor Office), April, 1930, table on pp. 562-566. Figures there given in foreign monetary units 

have been converted .into cents of United States currency on the basis ,of foreign exchapge _rates from the Unit-ed States Federal Reserve Bulletins, January, 1930, p. 28 
and March, 1930, p. 130; as listed below: Australia, 1 shilling, 24.40 cents; 1 penny, 2.03.cents. Austria; 1 schilling, 14.06 cents. Canada, $1, 98.89 cents. Czechoslovalcta, 
1 crown, 2.96 cents. Denmark, 1 krone, 26.75 cents. Estonia, 1 kroon, 26.80 cents. (Encyclopoodia Britannica, 14th ed., article on Currency, •;ol. 6, p. 880.) France, 1 
franc, 3.93 cents. Germany, 1 reichsmark, 23.88 cents. Italy, 1 lira, 5.23 cents. Netherlands, 1 florin, 40.23 cents. Poland, 1 1.1oty, 11.20 cents. Spain, 1 peseta, 13.10 
cents. Sweden, 1 krona, 26.85 cents. 
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(Information supplied by the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 

Commerce) 
India: 

Common laboL·er, per daY------------------------- $0. 16 Semiskilled laborer, per day ________ :... _____________ $0. 20- . 28 
Highly skillet! laborer, per day--------------------

11
·. 

2
8

5
5 

Average wage, per month-------------------------
China: 

Peasant laborer, per daY------------------------- . 20- . 30 
Factory laborer, male, per month__________________ 6. 50-12. 00 
Factory laborer, female, per day__________________ . 15- · 25 

Japan: 
Latheman, per day-------------------------------Finisher ________________________________________ _ 
Wood-pattern maker-----------------------------Foundryman ___________________________________ _ 

Blacksmith ------------------------------------
Carpenter----------------------------------------
Plasterer---------------------------------------
Bricklayer--------------------------------------
Joiner ----------------------·-------------------
Laborer, unskilled-------------------------------Stevedore ______________________________________ _ 

Philippine Islands: 
Carpenter, per day------------------------------
!Ia~on-----------------------------------------
Laborer ---------------------------------------
Tinsmith ---------------------------------------
Electric installer-------------------------------

2.14 
2.02 
2.36 
2.08 
2.62 
1. 55 
1. 83 
1. 78 
1. 25 
1. 04 
1. 53 

1. 16 
1. 10 

. 75 
1. 06 

. 50 

Well may one inquire of the workers of New Jersey and of 
the United State , of what avail is it to you to be able to buy 
some foreign-made article at a few cents less in price, if you 
have not the money-which has gone to the foreign worker and 
the foreign manufacturer-with which to pay for it? 

I have no complaint to make with those who insist upon buy
ing foreign-made luxuries if they have the money to pay for 
them, and I assure you that in many instances they will have 
to pay from 200 to 300 per cent mor~ than they 'Yould have 
to pay for the equally as good Amencan-made article ; but I 
do not want the workers of the United States to be fooled by 
the false doctrine of the opponents of protection that such a 
policy will add to the increased cost of living by depriving t~em 
of the opportunity to buy foreign-made goods. 

l\fany of the opponents of high tariff legislation contend they 
are opposed to it because the policy of protectio:q. is not a sound 
policy. This applies particularly to our f~iends on the other
Democratic-side of the aisle. It seems to me rather strange 
that they should hold such an attitude in view of their oft
repeated declarations and a~sertions in other respects that the 
Democratic Party is the only party which has at heart the wel
fare of the worldng people and the protection of American 
inuustries. 

I venture to say that perhaps from 80 to 90 per cent of the 
membership of Congress has at some time or other had legisla
tive experience in their State legislatures before coming to Con
gress; and I daresay that there is not one who has so served 
who did not have an opportunity to vote in favor of measures 

· looking to the protection of the workers in industry. Our State 
legislatures have enacted laws for the betterment of factory con
ditions· for protection against industrial diseases ; for improved 
and pr~tected machinery for the safeguarding of life and limb ; 
for improved living conditions; for improved working conditions 
in the mines and so forth. Many laws along these same 
humanitarian 'lines have been enacted by Congress covering in
dustries that are subject to regulation by the Federal Govern
ment. Not only has legislation been enacted for the protection 
of the worker but likewise for the protection of the employer. 

All of this legislation provided for the protection and better
ment of the American workman has added to the cost of the 
things he produces. Along with these safeguards to his life and 
health has come a steady increase in wages and the gradual 
lowering of the hours of employment to the extent that the 
5-day week as a universal proposition seems not in the far 
distant future. 

Our Democratic friends will assure you in loudest terms ~at 
they are whole-heartedly for that kind of protection for our 
workers, yet when it comes to supporting by their votes the one 
paramount thing that makes it possible for the American work
man to enjoy all of these things-a policy of tariff protection 
such as is embraced in this measm·e, an act which will insure 
to our workers and those dependent upon them an abundant 
prosperity with plenty of work, high wages, and short hours
they scuttle the ship, vote agaim,'t the bill, and denounce it to 
the world as a monstrosity and a gold brick. 

It is extremely difficult to understand the workings of the 
minds of some of our legislators on the question of protective 
tariff legislation. For instance, on the item of cement. Fol
lowing the adoption of a rate of 6 cents per hundred pounds on 
imported cement, Senator BLEA.SFJ, of South Carolina, offered 
what is known as the Blease amenument, which would permit 
cement to come in free of duty when imported for the use of a 
State, county, or municipality, for public purposes. Now, if we 

are going to permit cement when used for such purposes to come 
in free of duty in order to sa~e expense to the State or 
municipality in the building of roads or the erection of build
ings, why not pursue this line of thought to its logical conclu
sion and import the labor with which to build the roads and 
erect the buildings to be constructed of duty-free cement. The 
one proposition is as logical as the other, but to my mind both 
are ridiculous ; and yet practically all of the Democrats and 
quite a few of the low-tariff Hepublicans supported the amend
ment 
· It wa my privilege to sen-e as a member of the conference 

committee, which wa composed of 10 member·, 5 from the Sen
ate and 5 from the House. It so happens that geographically 
the South and Southwe~-Jt had 4 membe.rs on the committee, 1 
from North Carolina, 1 from Texas, and 2 from Mississippi, all 
Democrats. The West and Central ·wet had 4, all Republi
cans, leaving the great industrial section of the East with only 
2 representative , the gentleman from l\Iassnchu::;etts [l\Ir. 
TREADWAY] and myself, both good Republicans. It was also 
my privilege to serve as chairman of the subcommittee of the 
Wavs and Means Committee in charge of the metal· schedule, 
and~ as a member of the subcommittee on the earth and earthen
ware schedule. 

Under these two schedules come many of the industries of 
my own district and the State of Ne\Y Jersey-one of the great
est industrial States in the Union, and equally as great as an 
agr!cultnral State in comparison with its area. The passage of 
this new tariff bill therefore means much to our welfare and 
11rosperity. Our workers in our industries are the greatest 
customers for our workers in agriculture; without steady em
ployment at high wages for our factory · workers, there can be 
no outlet for the products of the farm. Each class is depend
ent upon the other for its means of existence, and both are. 
dependent upon the protection afforded them in this bill against 
the inroads of foreign competition, which, if not checked, de
stroys the home market and eventually leads to suffering and 
want. 

Mr. Speaker, much misinformation has been handed to the 
people as to the effects of this bill on the general public, and 
we have heard it brande<l t!me after time as the "' billion dollar 
tariff ·bill " by which the users of the term me~ to convey the 
idea that a billion-dollar burden is being placed upon the Ameri
can people by reason of the rate changes that have been made. 

That a better understanding may be had of what this bill 
provides in the way of increases and decreases as compared 
with the present law, I give a brief summary based upon data 
prepared by experts of the Tariff Commission. 

No rate changes were made in 68 per cent of the total items 
in the present law. Increases were made in 888 items and de
creases in 235 items. Seventy-five items were transferred from 
the dutiable list to the free list and 48 items were transferred 
from the free list to the dutiable list. 

Based on the imports during 1928, the computed ad valorem· 
equivalent of the duties under the present law is 33.22 per 
cent. Under the pending bill the equivalent ad valorem is 40.08. 
showing a general increase for all items, agricultural and in
dustrial, · of 6.86 per cent, divided as follows: 

An increase of 2.37 per cent on industrials; and 
An increase of 10.82 per cent on agricultural products. 
The actual duties collected under the tariff act of 1922 on com

parable items amounted to $522,649,383; under the pending bill 
on the basis of 1928 importations the total duties collected would 
amount to approximately $630,456,280, a total increase of 
$107,806,897. 

This increase is divided 68 per cent on agricultural products 
and 32 per cent on industrials, or an increase of $72,181,314 on 
agricultural products, and an increase of $36,402,057 on indus
trials. 

A comparison of the average ad valorem rates or their equiva
lents under various tariff laws, including the pending bill, 
follows: 
Tbe McKinley law of 1890: Equivalent ad valorem ____________ 48. 39 
The Wilson law of 1894-1987: Equivalent ad valorem _________ 41. 29 
The Dingley law of 1897-1899: Equivalent ad · valorem _________ 46. 49 
'fhe Payne-Aldrich law of 1909-1913 : Equivalent ad valorem ____ 40. 73 ' 
The Underwood law of 1913-1921 : Equivalent ad valorem ______ 26. 97 
The Fordney-McCumber law of 1922-1930: Equivalent ad valorem_ 38. 2:.! 
The present bill, based on 1928 importations: Equivalent ad 

valorem------------------------------------------------- 41. 64 

Mr. Speaker, no tariff bill was ever enacted that was perfect 
or satisfactory to everybody. No legislative body could produce 
such a bill. There at·e, no doubt, some inequalities in this bill 
as there have been in every other tariff bill, whether written 
and adopted by a Republican Congress or a Democratic Con
gress. In this act there may be some rates that are too higll 
or some that are too low ;· in my opinion, there are some items in 
both classes. · 
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We took legislative notice of the possibility of some inequali

ties slipping into a tariff bill in the act of 1922 when, for the 
fir t time in the history of the country, we adopted the so-called 
":flexible" provision, giving authority to the President, in as
sociation with the Tariff Commission, to raise or lower any 
rate on the dutiable list by 50 per cent. 

In this act we have amended and amplified that provision so 
as to make it more effective and workable and more promptly 
responsive to the wishes of interested parties. Under the new 
provi ion any interested party has the right to apply to the 
President for an increase or decrease to the limit of 50 per cent 
of the rate named in the bill Even those foreign nations who 
are so bitterly complaining about the passage of this act, have 
the right to apply for a reduction in rates, a privilege which 
none of them extends to us in the matter of tariff rates. What
ever errors we may have made in fixing the rates in this bill, 
either by making them too high or too low may well be adjusted 
in the proper direction under the 50 per cent limitation provided 
in the " :flexible " paragraph, for I do not think that we have 
erred one way or the other beyond that limit in the rates named 
in the act. 

In spite of the adverse reaction of the stock market to the 
final passage of this bill, which its chief opponents ascribe to it 
but which easily may be the result of punitive methods on the 
part of some influential international traders who have been· so 
outspoken against the adoption of this legislation, if there is 
any connection at all between the two events, I have every rea
son to believe that there will be an early recovery, and there will 
be renewed and increased business activity as soon as the world 
adjusts itself to the provisions of the new law, and our foreign 
commerce will again assume vast proportions even beyond any
thing ever dreamed of. 

It usually takes at least a year following the adoption of a 
new tariff law before its real benefits to the country are mani
fested. Taken as a whole, I believe this is the best protective 
tariff bill that has ever been enacted. Especially is this true of 
its administrative features, and if these provisions are properly 
applied, as I feel sure they will be under the guiding influences 
of the present administration, it shoul<f be many years hence 
before we should again be obliged to make a general revision 
of our tariff law with its consequent disruption to business. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texa . Mr. Speaker, this is the worst tariff 
bill ever presented to an American ·congre s. It might be inter
e ting to consider the history of this long-drawn-out legislation. 
The House Ways and Means Committee began public hearings 
on this bill on the 7th day of January, 1929, and they concluded 
their hearings on the 27th day of the following month. Many 
witnesses testified, some wise, some otherwise. More than 1,100 
witnesses testified and many filed bii{'fs. Congre s was con
vened in extra session on April 15, 1929, and the President in 
his mes age to Congress recomm~nded a limited revision of the 
tariff. 

The idea, of course, was ostensibly to put agriculture on a 
parity with industry, but in reality it was to let the interests 
which had contributed to the Republican campaign fund col
lect "their's," as was stated in substance by JoE GRUNDY be
fore he w.a.s appointed Senator. When the hearings had been 
concluded the 10 Democrats on the Ways and Means Committee 
were excluded fl•om participation in framing the bill and the 
15 Republican members on said committee proceeded to hold 
secret heaiings and to secretly draft the bill, reporting the 
arne after they had spent approximately 70 days in secret 

drafting of the bill. The bill was reported to the House on 
the 7th of May, 1929, and the House passed the bill, under a 
gag rule, on the 28th day of the same month. The next day, 
May 29, 1929, it WU$ referred to the Senate Finance Committee, 
and on the 13th of June following that committee began hear
ings and ended its hearings on the 18th day of July. On Sep
tember 4, 1929, a redrafted bill was reported to the Senate. 
The Senate commenced the debate on the bill on September 12, 
being in special session, and adjourned on the 22d day of No
vember. The regular session of Congress convened on the 2d 
day of December, 1929, and consideration of the bill was re
sumed in the Senate. On March 24, ·1930, the Senate passed the 
bill and sent it to conference and the conference report reached 
the House on April 28. The House adopted the conference 
report on agreed items on May 5, and on May 7 the Senate sent 
the controversial items back to conference, and on May 20 re
leases of the pledges made on the debenture and :flexible pro
vi ion were made in the Senate. 

On May 27 the conference report on controversial items was 
made to the Senate and r~turned to conference on points of 
order, and this report was made to the Senate on May 29. 
Conference report on agreed items was returned to conference 
on points of order on June 5 and on the 13th of June the 
Senat·~ adopted both conference reports and these conference 

reports are being considered to-day (June 14) under the follow
ing special rule : 

Resolved, That for the purpose of vote anll debate the two conference 
reports on the bill H. R. 2667 shall be considered as one r eport. The 
reading of th~ two reports _shall be waived, and the statement of the 
managers on the part of the Hou e shall be read in lieu thereof. Thero 
shall be three hours of debate, which shall be confined to the reports. 
to be eqQallY divided and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Ways and Mean . In the con
sideration of the reports all points of order shall be waived. .At the 
conclusion of debate the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the adoption of the reports. 

This shows the method of hog tying the House without op
portunity for fair discussion, and this method has been pur
sued every time anything pertaining to the bill has been before 
the House or committee. This rule even prohibits a separate 
vote on the· two separate and distinct -reports. We have to 
either vote it up or down. The rule also waives all points of 
order. The American people love fair play and will not approve 
of this procedure, which harks back to the days of Cannonism. 

Thi marks the history of the bill which has continuou ly 
been before the Senate and the Hou e committees and in botb 
bodies for 1 year, 5 months, and 7 days, receiving attention in 
3 sessions of Congress. The_ measure carries 887 increa' e in 
rates, and is in no wise a compliance with the Pre ident's 
request. for a limited revision. The adoption of the flexible pro
vision is a cowardly urrender by Congress of its con titutional 
rights and duties, for the Constitution places the power " to 
levy duties, imposts, and excises ' in Congres , and not in the 
fresident or Tariff Commission. That is too much po\Ter to be 
placed in the hands of any one man, and our forefathers wisely 
provided against it. This bill is widelv known and character
ized as the Grundy billion dollar tariff bill, although techni
cally, it is the Hawley-Smoot bill. There are at this time 
app~oximately 5,000,000 people out of employment in the United 
States, and, according to the independent press of the country, 
to say nothing of the partisan press, unempoyment will be 
increased under its bill. In fact, its contemplated passage has 
already increased unemployment, has affected the stock market, 
has caused export trade to decline 21 per- cent in the last 4 
month, has caused 30 foreign nations to protest against it, and 
has cau ed more than 1,000 leading expert economists to warn 
against it and denounce it and predict disaster to the country 
on its passage. Some of the largest manufacturing e tablish
ments in this country have protested against it. It has been 
declared by the American Bankers' As. ociation to be a blow at 
busine . Practically all farm organization have denounced 
it as contributing to the burdens of agriculture. It is not in 
conformity with the platform pledges of either party. It does 
not represent the desire of the American people, and thi will 
be shown in the general elections this fall. 

As a result of it the Nation will witness a greater economic 
depression. It has already started an international war of tariff 
reprisals. It will make the poor poorer and the rich richer. 
It widens the gulf between them to the hurt and injury of our 
country. It is the highe t tariff ever ·written, i a burden to 
agriculture, is extortionate, is grand larceny. It will be gen
erally condemned by the country. The Payne-Aldrich tariff bill 
made a one-termer out of Mr. Taft, and Mr. Hoover might well 
profit by his example. Fifty-seven seats in the House of Rep
resentatives was another cost to the Republican Party of the 
Payne-Aldrich bill. In this bill the source of Republican cam
paign expenditures has been more liberally rewarded than under 
the Payne-Aldrich bill, a confirmation of the Bible doctrine 
" that the ox knoweth his owner and the ass his master's crib." 
The Connecticut Manufacturers' Association had a repre enta
tive not a member of either body sitting in at the secret ses
sions of the Republican Finance Committee, according to the 
lobby investigation-a new and strange practic~" Herod out
Heroded." Even the high-tariff-ridden State of Penn ylvania, 
where they mine iron and steel for a living, repudiated the action 
of Dr. JoE GRUNDY, who lost to Secretary of Labor Davis by a 
plurality of 366,000. Under the flexible provision, for which the 
President stood, and the deciding vote for which was cast by 
the Vice President, the President can jack up a rate for some 
friendly interest, or he can pigeonhole it, as Coolidge did with 
the sugar recommendation of the Tariff Commission for the 
benefit of the Sugar Trust. Let it be remembered that while a 
tariff tax of $1 was levied on every 1,000 feet of soft lumber, 
which every man who builds a house will have to pay, tele
graph poles and railroad ties were put on the free list. It will 
be difficult for the farmer to see where he has been benefited by 
such iniquitous double dealing: . 

The amendment which would have admitted cement free :tor 
public works was eliminated for the benefit of the cement trust 
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and 6 cent a hundredweight upon cement will add heavily to 
the cost of every mile of street or public roads in the United 
States nnd to every house in which cement is used. The bill 
as a whole will reduce employment because it restricts trade. 
It will contribute to unemployment and busines;s stagnation, 
and for every dollar ~t puts in the farmer's pocket, it will take 
out 10. Every man who labors will hav-e to pay more in order 
to live. The public pocketbook has suffered a raid. 

The bill carries a tariff on long staple or sea-island cotton. 
Very little of that kind is raised in this country. It does not 
carry a tariff on ordinary staple cotton and would not help the 
cotton farmer if it did because we produce an exportable sur
plus. The rate of 25 cents per bushel on corn is a joke sought 
to be verpeh·ated on the corn farmer. Only 407,085 bushels of 
corn were imported into this country last year while we pro
duced last ye~r 2,622,189,000 bushels. The comparison would 
possibly Le about one ear to a wagonload, or one grain to il. 

barrel. The debenture plan, rejected by the Republicans from 
the l.Jill, would have resulted for the cotton farmer in an in
crease of $10 pet• bale on his cotton. It is the only way to make 
the tariff effective on agricultural products and this country will 
finally come to it. 

The flexible provision, placed in the tariff act of 1922 as an 
emergency matter, was apologized for at the time by many 
standpat Republicans who sought to justify their votes for it 
on the grounds that we were just out of the war and that an 
emergency existed. During the life of the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff bill it was isvoked only four times-on milk-feed bran, 
long-handle paint brushes, phenol, and bobwhite quail. I pre
dict that the flexible provision in this bill will be used to depress 
ami not to help the masses. Our farm products can not be sold 
to foreign countries unless we buy from them. Commerce is 
not a one-sided game. I was born and reared on a farm. I 
have done all kinds of work incident to farm life. I own a 
farm now. I live in an agricultural district. I know something 
about the problems of the farmers. I know they are in -hard 
sh'ape. I know they are depressed: I know many of them are 
in debt and that a great many have lost their farms. They are 
already overburdened. This bill will add to their burdens. It 
will add approximately a billion dollars to the consumers. It 
does not place agriculture on a parity with industry. There 
was no demand by the country for a bill of this kind. The idea 
was to revise it only in a limited way so as far as possible to 
place agliculture on a parity with industry. The President 
said so much in his message to Congress. Under the flexible 
provision in the Fordney-McCumber Act the President, on rec
ommendation of the Tariff Commission, was empowered to raise 
or lower existing rates 50 per cent. Had there been any 
demand for higher rates the President could have acted. 

The bill was brought to the floor of the House under a gag 
rule from the Committee on Rules, which committee is composed 
of eight Republicans and four Democrats, but the Democrats 
on the committee were shtmted aside, and the rule for the con
sideration of the bill was formulated by the Republicans of the 
committee. Under the rule adopted for the consideration of 
the bill no amendments could be offered except such amendments 
as had been agreed upon by a majority of the Republican mem
bers of the Ways and Means Committee. The -Republicans 
claimed that they were framing a bill for the whole country, 
and yet the high-handed tactics which I have just mentioned 
and which they adopted demonstrates that nothing was farther 
from their minds. They partisanly selected whom they would 
favor, just as Frank and Jesse James did whom they would 
rob. I submit that in free America, in the " greatest law
making body in the world," a body supposed to be democratic 
in theory and practice, the public will condemn the gag rule 
and the gag methods which have closed the mouths and ren
dered futi1e the efforts of their Representatives on the floor of 
this House. There are 435 Representatives in the House, and 
yet, under the gag rule, only 8 Members of the House were 
privileged to offer amendments, 427 Members being denied that 
privilege. If that is fair dealing, then all of our teaching has 
been in vain and our faith is vain. Did Mussolini ever usurp 
and exercise more authority? Talk about "the greatest delib
erative body in the world" when 8 Members of the House are 
given certain privileges denied to 427 Members who are here to 
represent their constituents and who have taken the same oath. 
Whither are we drifting, anyway? I voted against the gag rule, 
ancl all who voted for it will have a hard time in justifying 
their votes before their constituents, depriving them of having 

, any voice in the matter. 
I would not -vote to delegate my rights and the rights of 

my constituents to the "annointed eight" for tbe House to 
"hog tie" itself in order to give the privileged few the right 
1 o collect their campaign expenditures, as was expressed by 
JoE GRUNDY before he became a Senator and while testifying 

before the lobby committee. GRUNDY was then frank, to say 
the least, and admitted the fact, which the public has long 
known, that campaign contributions to the Republican cam
paign fund are returned with compound interest as soon after 
'the election as possible. This ru1e was adopted by a practically 
party vote, and upon it the Democrats can safely go to the 
country. Had this bill been fairly considered in the House, 
when each and every Member had an equal opportunity to offer 
amendments, quite a different bill would have been the result. 
But the country is to be pilfered and plundered by the special 
interests and special rules of iniquity must prevail. Under this 
procedure we had to either vote for the bill as a whole or vote 
against it as a whole. Only a small part of the bill was read 
in the House. The bill contained 727 parag1·aphs, and only 6 
of them were read. Is it any wonder that people are losing 
faith in Congress? Is it any wonder that the bill does not do 
justice to the farmers, the laborers, and consumers, and that 
trade relations with other nations are setiously impaired? The 
Democratic Party stands for a tariff for revenue-a tarift' so 
framed as to give equal protection to labor and capital, to the 
public generally, and which will not unduly tax the great masses, 
for after all a tariff is an indirect tax, and the indirect tax 
levied under this bill will bring about industrial conditions 
which will bring more distress to the farmers and the con
sumers generally than the World War brought to the farmers 
of England and France. 

During the past few years farm property in the United States 
has decreased more than $17,000,000,000 and during the same 
period of time farm values have decreased more than $13,000,-
000,000, and during the same time the taxes of the farmers in 
the United States have been raised from $350,000,000 per annum 
to $900,000,000 per annum. Under this bill, export trade will be 
practically destroyed. The CQSt of living is already too high 
and the public ought not to be further plundered. There is 
ample provision under the act of 1922 to secure a tariff based on 
the cost of production in this country and abroad, without fur
ther legislation, but the Grundy crowd had to be compensated
the forward States advance more to the rear. This country can 
not be prosperous unless we sell our products abroad and when 
we erect a tariff wall so high that the products of other nations 
can not come in, then we are committing economic suicide. We 
can not make our farmers prosperous by further increasing their 
taxes in an indirect way without giving to them corresponding 
benefits. This bill adds to_ their burden and it is no wonder that 
the present census shows a drift from the farms to the cities. 
Shoes which now cost $10 will hereafter cost $12. Gloves for 
men, women, and children are increased from 50 cents to $1. 
Leather gloves, which now cost $2, will hereafter cost $3. A 
$3 hat will now cost $4.66. Woolen underwear is increased from 
50 cents to $1 per suit. The increase on felt hats will be from 
$1 to $1.50. Automobiles and trucks will cost more. The tariff 
on glass, lumber. and paint, in fact all of the material used in 
the erection of an humble home, will cost at least_ $100. The 
sugar in -your coffee will cost you more. In fact the sugar in· 
cre.ase will be about $7.50 per family; the total cost to the con
sumer will be $350,000,000 per annum. Knh-es, forks, china
ware, linens, quilts, and blankets, and so forth, will all cost 
more. 

In fact, everything used is taxed. Eight hundred and twenty
five specific increases have been made, and the farmer is harder 
hit than anyone else. A t:lliff ought to place the producers of 
this country on an equal or better basis than our foreign com
petitors, and then it ought to stop-a tariff that gives adequate 
protection to all and not a few, a tarifi that will promote com
merce instead of destroying it. Farm organizations have con
demned it as not placing agriculture on a parity with industry; 
as increasing their burdens. The future historian will look in 
vain for any legislation which has been so marked with greed. 
It gives a stone when bread was requested. I have heretofore 
mentioned the fate of the Republican Party on the Payne
Aldrich bill. Let us go a little farther back and recall the fact 
that in 1890 the Harrison administration went to wreck on the 
McKinley tariff bill, which was passed in June. It then re
quired six years to get a Republican Congress back in Washing
ton. June is, indeed, a bad month for the Republicans when 
tbey have as their chief object a tariff steal. William Philip 
Simms, a prominent newspaper writer, is already predicting 
that as a result of the tariff the war debts may have to be can
celed. To the shame of this country, they have already been 
canceled to the extent of over $11,000,000,000. The Italian debt 
settlement cost Texas alone over $44,000,000. Exclusive of war 
debts, America has invested in foreign countries now nearly 
$17,000,000,000, and America is adding to this more than two bil
lion annually, and by the time the present year ends foreigners 
will owe us approximately $19,000,000,000. If we add to this 
the war debts they owe us it will amount to the staggering sum 



10820 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JuNE 14 
of $39,000,000,000. There· should be a tariff for all or for none. 
Then~ should be no discrimination. 

Until we can get a new deal at the ballot box, about all the 
poor, tax-burdened people of this country can do is to pray the_ 
prayer of the Norwegian sailor : 

0 God, save us by your strong right arm; 
Your seas are so great, and my bark is not strong. 

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, in the Book of Proverbs we are 
told that "Whoso diggeth a pit shall fall therein." This fate 
is sure to overtake those responsible for the enactment of the 
abominable Hawley-Smoot tariff bill. It had only a few friends 
when it was framed, but its provisions are so viGious that it 
now has no defenders except those who are its beneficiaries. 

The Hawley-Smoot tariff bill is the last word in govern
mental favoritism. 

It filches the pockets of the many to enrich the favored few. 
For every dime it drops into the farmer's pocket it extracts 

a dollar. 
It increases the almost unbearable burdens under which the 

' so-called common people are staggering. 
It is un-Democratic, un-Republican, and un-American. 
It will h·emendously increase the cost of living. 

. It unjustly enlarges the undeserved bounties and unearned 
profits of the industrial classes. 

It substantially increases the spread between what the farmer 
gets for his commodities and what he pays for his supplies. 

It increases the cost · of practically everything the ordinary 
citizen buys. 

It will bring prosperity only to those who, by its discrimina
tory provisions, are licensed to plunder the public. 

It does not fulfill the promises made in either the Demo
cratic or Republican platforms Qr President Hoover's campaign 
pledges. 

It brings to the agricultural classes no worth-while relief, 
but, on the contrary, subjects them to greater burdens, drives 
them closer to the pit of insolvency, and leaves them helpless 
and mangled, like the man who went down from Jerusalem 
to Jericho. , 

It does not place agriculture on an equality with industry. 
It has been unequivocally condemned by over 1,000 economists, 

Tepresenting every first-class university in the United States, 
men of great learning and experience, students of public and 
economic problems, of all political schools of thought, who de
nounce it as unconscionable, indefensible, and a base sacrifice 
of our national interests. 

It slaps in the face foreign nations who are our best customers, 
and will close foreign markefs to our products. 

It will cause other nations to enact retaliatory legislation, 
build high tariff walls against the i~portatiou .of our agri.cul
tural and industrial products, and ultrmately dnve Europe rnto 
an economic league against us. 

It will play havoc with our foreign trade and create ill will 
against us among the people to whom we want to sell our sur
plus products. 

It will impair the purchasing power of the ID:asses and red?ce 
the domestic demand for the products of our mills and f~ctones, 
thereby slowing down production and increasing unemployme~t. 

It represents a big victory won by the tro9ps of special 
privilege. The buccaneers of big business from New York, New 
Jersey Pennsylvania, and the New England States were 
marsh~led in battle array behind this bill, which they dressed 
in the tattered livery of agriculture in order to deceive the 
American farmer while enriching the industrial freebooters. 

It does not accomplish the purpose for which Congress .was 
called in extra session. President Hoover and the Republican 
Party promised a tariff bill that would place apic"':lture on ~ 
equality with industry. The Hawley-Smoot bill signally fails 
to redeem this pledge. To paraphrase the language of Dan.te, 
President Hoover and his party gave us" an abundant promiSe 
and a meager fulfillment." · . 

It will lead the masses or so-called common people of Amenca 
throu(J'h a labyrinth of error to economic disaster. " God out
shoot~ Satan sometimes with his own bow." An exploited and 
outraged publlc will find in the vicious provision of th~ Hawl~y
Smoot tariff bill a brood of evils and many weapons With which 
to destroy those .who enacted it . . 

On a medal commemorating the destruction of the Spamsh 
Armada appears this inscription : " The breath of God has gone 
forth add they are disper ed." In like ~anner the w~ath 3:nd 
condemnation of the masses of the Am~rican J?~Ple wJ¥ s~1te, 
hip and tbi(J'h those responsible for this permc10us legtslatlon. 

It tremendo~sly impairs the purchasing power of the masses 
and imposes an unneces ary burden. on all v?CRtional groups 
except those engaged in manufacturmg. It picks the pockets 
of the people. Those who voted for its enactment were con~ 

sciously or unconsciously influenced by a policy as fatal and 
unwise as that of "the Indian who fells the tree that he may 
gather the fruit, and the Arab who plunders the caravans of 
commerce, who are actuated by the same impulse of savage 
nature, and relinquish for momentary rapine the long and 
secure procession of the most important blessings." 

It embodies the dull, callous, harsh, and unethical New Eng
land school of political thought and reflects the unconcealed 
impudence and contempt with which the manufacturing cla es 
have always looked upon the demands of agriculture for equality 
of opportunity. 

It pretends to do something for agriculture which it does not 
do and is ingeniously framed to divert attention from the graft 
that lurks in every schedule of the bill so the plundered public 
will leave the beneficiaries of this special-privilege legislation 
undisturbed and uninterrupted in the enjoyment of their un
earned bounties. 

It pours the milk of special privilege into the mouths of 
industrial giants and big business behemoths. 

Its effects will be as mischievous as· its provisions are un~ 
sound and uneconomic. 

In enacting the flexible provision of the Hawley-Smoot tariff 
bill you are not doing very much, just tearing a few pages out 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

In ancient France men sold themselves into slavery in order 
to escape taxation. The Hawley-Smoot tariff bill, by increasing 
the burdens of tariff taxation, will tremendously stimulate the 
drift of the agriculture clas es toward economic vassalage. 

It will unconscionably increa e the unearned bounties of big 
business, which caparisoned, pampered and petted, stands hal
tered in the gilded stall of privilege like an ox lowing only for 
provender. 

Its provisions are indefensible. It is like a villain with a 
smiling cheek, or a red apple rotten at the heart. As 8,11 the 
perfume of Arabia could not sweeten or remove the smell of 
blood from Lady Macbeth's little hand, so all the e~-planations 
of the outrageously high schedules of this measure will deceive 
no one or purge it of its stench. 

According to tradition, Dionysius, or St. Denis, who was 
beheaded by the emperor, picked his severed head in hi hand 
and walked with it 2 miles to the Parisian hill of Montmartre, 
where he was buried. It seems that the Hawley-Smoot tariff 
bill, after being decapitated by the coalition in the Senate, 
picked up its severed head, replaced it on its bloody boulders, 
and romped up Pennsylvania A venue to the White Bouse, where 
it received the blessings of Father Herbert. 

If the American people stand mute and accept the Hawley
Smoot tariff bill without emphatic protest, then they will swal
low anything, and submit to any burden the special-privilege 
classes see fit to impose. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House during the period of my membership in this body I have 
rende;ed to the people of my district a report of my services 
every two years. Ordinarily I make such report to them in per
son in public meetings in every county in the district. At such 
meetings I advise and consult with the people and obtain their 
views and judgment on the questions affecting the public inter
est I believe what Lincoln said was true-that the common 
judgment of the people is sound and that judgment should be 
represented. 

This is the first exception to the making of such report at such 
meetin(J's made necessary by the continued sessions of Congress 
where i believed it was my duty to remain until adjournment. 

From time to time I have published my views upon all public 
questions as they have presented themselves ~or legislation. by 
Congress. But I propose to supplement such views by repor~rng 
my position on the major que tions as they appeared from time 
to time in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Seniority through continued serv?-ce and experience is ess~ntial 
to influence and accomplishment m Congress. Membership on 
the most powerful committees is only obtained in that way. My 
membership on the Inter tate and Foreign Commerce Committee 
is the first representation Oklahoma has had on that powerful 
committee having exclusive legislative jurisdiction over all mat· 
ters pertaining to transportation. Equitable freight and export 
rates affect the price of everything the farmer buy~ and sells. 

If you believe I have faithfully represented your mtel·e~ts and 
my services meet with your approval, the only OPJ?Ortumty you 
will have to effectively express .that approval will be at the 
coming primaries. You will then nominate the one to represent 
you-hence the importance of attending the pl'ima~y and co?
tributing your best jud.oO'Jllent in making that selection. ! will 
appreciate your support now as always, and when no~ated 
and elected will continue to give in return the best serviCes at 
my command. 
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blooded policy, this increase of profits through decreased pro
duction costs and importation into the home market that gave 
them their start. They want the duties as low as possible. It 
is a brutal policy of giving the jobs that beltmg to our own 
laboring people and farmers to the cheap labor of foreign 
countries. 

THE INCREASED RATES ON FARM PRODUCTS FULLY JUSTIFIED 

During this Congress a multitude of problems pre ented them
selves for consideration and much important legislation was 
enacted, which will receive our consideration from time to time 
in future reports. Among the many important propositions 
which have had my support are the following : The agricultural 
mal'keting act ; an amendment to the oleomargarine act, impos
ing a tax on the yellow cooking compounds selling as sub titutes 
for butter ; the warehouse act ; expansion of the foreign field 
service with agencies abroad to search for markets for farm The issue in this controversy is clear-cut. It is the captains 
products; the bill to suppress unfair and fraudulent practice in of mass -production and international bankers on the one side 
tile marketing of perishable agricultural commodities in inter- demanding greater markets abroad at the expense of the mar
state and foreign commerce; relief for the storm-flooded States, kets at home, and on the other side are the farmers of the 
including Oklahoma, which bill authorized an appropriation of country demanding protection of the home market by the ex
$7,000,000 for loans· to farmers in the flood, storm, and drought- elusion of competitive farm products from abroad. This is 
stricken district; an act preventing the manufacture, sale, and the issue in this controversy now raging over this country: 
transportation of misbranded or deleterious foods; revision of Shall the capital invested in foreign countries control our do
the tariff; veterans' legislation; expansion of the Federal aid mestic policy at the expense of our home market? Competitive 
road program ; Federal bus regulation ~ expansion of the public- foreign farm products are flooding our markets, depressing 
building program; flood relief through the reservoir system ; the price, and their importations are rapidly increasing each 
channelization of harbors and rivers, including the Mississippi year, congesting our markets and every avenue and channel of 
to St. Paul and the Missouri to Omaha; reorganization of the trade. 
Federal Power Commission ; and the act establishing a national A brief consideration of some of our importations of agricul
health institute to give the general public the benefit of the tural products for the calendar year 1929 presents a striking 
latest experiments by noted specialists in the treatment and picture of the swollen tides of foreign commerce inundating our 
cure of malignant diseases as cancer, tuberculosis, and others. markets and, in a veritable whirlpool of competition, absorbing 

Among the bills which I introduced -during this Congress were a large per cent of the profits which should rightfully accrue 
the following: A bill authorizing an appropriation of $50,000 to our home producers. 
for use in investigation, experimental, and demonstration work In that year $21,531,710 worth of cattle was imported into 
at the Panhandle Agricultural and Mechanical College at Good- our markets, an increase of nearly 400 per cent since 1923; 
well, Okla. ; a bill granting benefits to the Oklahoma Agricul- $54,G98 worth of hogs; $211,624 worth of sheep; $355,856 worth 
tural and Mechanical College at Stillwater, Okla., as provided of live poultry, compared with $276,328 worth in 1923; 61,853,266 
for in the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 1866; a b-ill which pounds of fresh meats, valued at $8,800,748, compared with 
pa sed the House during the last session providing for an addi- 28,783,241 pounds, valued at $3,675,237 in 1923; 118,583;850 
tiona! Federal judge for the western district of Oklahoma em- pounds of prepared and preserved meats with a valuation of 
bracing all 12 counties in the eighth congressional district. A $16,673,205, representing in quantity of imports nearly nine 
public building at Ponca City, Okla., and the selection of Alva times as much as came into our markets from foreign sources in 
and Tonkawa as sites for public buildings, to be included in 1923; 307,912 dozen eggs, valued at $90,602, and 26,030,059 
appropriations already authorized, were secured. pounds of dried, frozen, and prepared eggs, yolks, and albumen, 

At this .time w~ propose to pres~nt th~ fa.cts in relatio.n to the with a valuation of $8,493,358; 7,215,722 gallons of milk and 
two questiOns w~ICh att.racted natw.n-w1de mterest and ~ncurred cream, valued at $5,989,473; 7,867,493 pounds of condensed 
more controversies durrng the closmg days of the sesswn just I and evaporated milk milk and cream powder valued at $1106-
ended t~an any others, namely, the revision of the tariff and ' 886; 2,772,746 pound~ of butter, with a valu~tion of $1,036:378'; 
veterans legislation. 76,381,795 pounds of cheese, valued at $22,282,200; 515,658,541 

THE TARIFF REVISION pounds of hide~ and skins, valued at $137,281,386; 35,982,373 
For more than a year of almost continuous session Congress pounds of rice (uncleaned, cleaned-except patna flour, meal, 

grappled with the complex and difficult problems of tariff re- etc.), valued at $1,618,247; $17,454,398 worth of fodders and 
vi ion. During this time every Member of Congress was liter- feeds, compared with $8,857,399 in 1923; 334,171,862 pounds of 
ally deluged with propaganda from every selfish interest in the oil cake and oil-cake meal, valued at $6,714,772, compared with 
country, eager to take advantage of an opening up of the ques- 124,124,000 pounds in 1923, valued at $1,764,479; vegetables and 
tion of the tariff to secure protec-tion and increased protection, vegetable preparations, valued at $47,796,874, an increase of 
even at the expense of the industry in whose behalf the revision more than $22,000,000 over the 1923 valuation; 174,786,822 
was undertaken. pounds of canned tomatoes, nearly six times the 1923 figure and 

Big business fought the tariff bill, resorting to misinformation with a valuation of $9,005,164, compared to a valuation of 
and misrepresentation in its campaign of opposition. Alarmed $1,715,739 in 1923; $58,558,068 worth of fruits, compared with 
at the increased rates levied in the bill on industrial products, $44,415,413 worth in 1923; 31,239,832 pounds of peanuts, valued 
it vociferously proclaimed that they more than counteracted at $1,465,836; $79,335,487 worth of oilseeds, an increase of 
any possible advantage that might accrue to agriculture from nearly $11,000,000 since 1923 ; $84,243,416 · worth of vegetable 
increased rates on farm products, attempting by their insidious oils, expressed, and fats, an increase of more than 41 per cent 
propaganda to induce agriculture to join in a campaign to de- since 1923 ; $53,821,354 worth of unmanufactured tobacco; 
feat a bill carrying more substantial relief for the farmers than $3,276,784 worth of unmanufactured flax; 223,275,455 pounds 
any in om· entire tariff history. of cotton, valued at $53,333,212; and 280,360,678 pounds of 

HfEBICAN-OWNED FACTORIES ABROAD WANT FREE TRADE WITH lJS WOOl (including mohair, etc., unmanufactured) 1 With a Valuation 
Why did big business oppose the tariff bill? American indus- of $87•344•471· PROTECTION FOR AGRICULTURE tries have invested in factory plants in Germany, Great Blitain, 

the Irish Free State, Cuba, France, Belgium, Czechoslovakia, 
and Italy nearly three thousand million dollars. General Mo
tors owns and operates large factories in Germany ; Henry Ford 
manufactures all his tractors and many of his automobiles at 
Cork, Irish Free State; General Electric has huge investments 
abroad. -

There are large American owned and operated shoe factories 
in Czechoslovakia, unconcerned in the fact that many shoe fac
tories in New England are closed, with thousands of workers
American citizens-out of employment. 

There are big American owned and operated packing plants 
in Argentina protesting against any proposed increase of duty 
on cattle and poultry products. Their stand for international
ism and free trade is not predicated on the sound policy of 
protecting our home market to give our home people employ
ment but of protecting their profits on cheap foreign labor, the 
products of which they insist on selling in our home market in 
competition with our own. For increased profits they would 
sacrifice American labor and American agricnlture. It is a cold-

LXXII--682 

Adequate protection against the importation of these items 
which are glutting our markets and forcing our home farmers 
to ruthless competition with the products of foreign lands and 
labor would make possible a more orderly production, a more 
profitable diversification, and a better balance in agriculture 
than has heretofore existed. For instance, according to tate-· 
ment of Hon. Arthur M. Hyde, Secretary of Agriculture, our 
importations of vegetables require 388,000 acres to produce ; 
of soybean oil, 160,000 acres; of corn, 84,000 acres ; of peanuts, 
67,000 acres; of figs, 62,000 acres; of meats and meat products, 
341,000 acres; of dairy products and by-products, 450,000 acres; 
of cattle, hogs, and sheep, 818,000 acres. On a basis of recent 
volume of domestic flax consumption and production the in
creased rates on flax, flaxseed, and linseed oil which the new 
law imposes make possible a substitution of 2,300,000 acres of 
flax for hard red spring wheat. The total shift in acreage from 
crops of which we now produce too great a surplus to crops to 
which increased tariff protection now offers a better market 
could run as high as 10,000,000 acres. 
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· Impartant-agricultural products upon which the rate of duty 

ha · oeen raised are cattle, m(•ats and· meat products, hides, wool, 
long-staple cotton, :flaxseed, soyb€ans, butter and cheese, milk 
and cream, ca ein, eggs and egg products, and a large variety of 
fre h' fruits and fresh vegetables. 

In his analysis of the act, Arthur M. Hyde, Secretary of 
Agriculture, in substance saiU: 

The average farm family's annual budget is $1,159. What is the 
effect of the tariff upon this uudget? We find by applying the new rates 
to it, weighting the rate on each item by the expenditure for that item 
to get a tariff rate, that the weighted average tariff rate on commodities 
purchased by farmers was 16 per cent by the tariff act of 1922 and is 
20.2 per cent by the tariff 11ct of 1930. This would indicate, then, that 
U1e maximum pos:~ible increuse in the farmer's budget on account of the 
increased rates would ue about 4 per cent, or abaut $48 a year. 

But this does not complete the analysis. A large part of the increase 
is on commodities which the American farm produces, or which are 
manufactured from raw material produced by American agriculture. 
These articles comprise 50 per cent of the farmer ' purchases, and it is 
on them that the ra tes are highest and the increa e greatest. Eliminat
ing t11e. e items, the tarur rates on the remaining dutiable items average 
34 per cent by the act of 1922 and 38. per cent under the present act. 
We see, then, that the alarming sum of $6 a year may be added to the 
avera<>'e American farm family's budget as a result of the rates on items 
in which the farmer is not interested as a producer. 

Moreover. the term "high agricultural rates" has been bandied about 
so promiscuously and so generally that it has come to be considered as 
a gent>ral term embracing rates on all agricultural items. Such is not 
the case. The average farm family spends $16.54 per year on coffee, 

· $4 .96 on tea, $4.36 on bananas ; and these commodHJes, not grown in the 
United States, as well as many spices and crude rubber which are 
included in the items of the family budget, bear np duty whatever. 

There is, in addition, a large free list, including many of the com
mollities purchased by farmers. There is n~ duty on fuels, gasoline, and 
lubricating oils, for which the average farmer pays $95.32 annually, and 
fertilizer and materials u ed for fertilizers likewise come in duty_ free. 
More than 87 per cent of the farmer's expenditures for tools and ma
chinery is for items on the free list, and a considerable part of the 
remaining expenditures iS for items SlJCh as auto.mobiles, on Which _ the 
tarill' is ineffective. More than 60 per cent of the -farmers' expenditures 
for building materials, and more than 22 per cent of their expenditures 
for equipment and miscellaneous supplies are for ite.ms on the free list. 
Summarizing, about 39 per cent of the farmers' expenditures goes for 
items on which the tariff act of 1930 levies no duty. 

Consider then-50 per cent of the American farmer's purchases for 
commodities produced by American agriculture and 39 per cent for com
modities on the' free list-and we have only 11 per cent of his expendi
ture for commodities bearing a tariff and in which he has no interest as 
a producer. 

Assuming that the rate increuses on agricultural commodities were 
entirely effective, the average income per farm on the basis of 1928 
production and prices would be increased by about $150 while the aver· 
age l'xpenditures per farm would be increased about $48 by increases in 
dutle, on commodities purchased, leaving_ a net balance in change of 
dutie of about $102 per farm in favor of the farmer. 
I:SCREASl!l IN RATES 0~ FARM PRODUCTS MORE THAN DOUBLE THE INCREASE 

ON ALL OTHERS . 

On an equivalent ad valorem basis the percentage of increase 
on farm .products in the new law is 54.43, more than twice the 
increase in rate on the other product· in the bill. The signifi
cance of this increu~e i empha ized by its comparison with the 
rate of increase on all items coyered in the bill, which is only 
6.17 per cent 

Tile opposition to a protecti\e tariff claimed that the rates 
on farm products are ineffective. With the exception of wheat 
aud cotton such rates are effecti,e, as we have shown by the 
importation of farm products in our home market. While they 
may not be fully effective at all times on the basic crops men-

· tioned because we have an exportable surplu , yet evtn they 
who oppose such rates would not for one moment contend for 
their remo\al even on wheat and cotton. Remove the rates on 
those pro<lucts and you immediately expose our seaboard cities, 
our consuming centers, to a :flood of Canadian, Australian, 
A.r<rentine and Yenezuelan wheat prodt1ced upon cheap lands 
with che~p labor, with tran ·portation costs to such markets 
lowt'r than the costs to the mid-West farmer in our own country, 
so tlta t those rates are a necessary barrier for protection against 
such contingencies, and the same is true of long-staple cotton. 

COMPARE THESE RATES 

The following table, comparing the rates under the 1922 act 
with t110se imposed by the recently enacted law on certain items 
of out tanding importance to agriculture, are illustratiYe of the 
de~Tee of increased protection afforded its products under the . 
1!>30 act: 

Compari.Bon of rates in act3 of .W:!2 atrd 1!J30 

Commodity 

Live cattle, weighing less than 700 
pounds. 

Live cattle, weighing more tha 700 
pounds. Hogs ______________________________ _ 

:l~~t~~~-~~~~~=== ===::=-= : :::::::·=~== 
Lamb ____________ ---.--_-----------
Fresh _pork _______ ------------------
Li>e poultry ___ --------------------Eggs in the shelL _________________ _ 
Frozen eggs __ ----- -----------------Fresh mille_ ______________________ _ 
Cream ____________________________ _ 
Condensed milk, unsweetened ____ _ 
Condensed milk, sweetened _______ _ 
Cheese. ________ . _________ ____ --- __ . 

' Casein .• _-----·-·------ ------------
Butter ___ ----- --·------------------Corn ______ :_ __ --- ___ _______________ _ 
Buckwheat. ___ --------------------Oil cake and oil-cake meaL _____ __ _ 
Flaxseed. _______ ___ ----------------Linseed oiL _________ _____________ _ 
Peanuts, not shelled _________ 

0 
_____ _ 

Peanuts, shelled ___________________ _ 
Figs, fresh, dried, or in brine _____ _ Onions ___________________________ _ 
Dried beans _______________________ _ 
Scoured wool, not finer than 44's (on 

wool finer than 44's increased to 
37 cents per pound and on un
scoured wool to 25 cent.s per 
pound). 

Wrapper tobacco, stemmed _______ _ 

Rate of duty 

Act of 1922 Act of 1930 

1~ cents per pound ___ 2~ cents per pound. 

2 cents per pound.____ 3 cents per pound. 

~cent per pound_ __ _ 2cents per pound. 
3 cents per pound ____ _ 6 cents per pound. 
2~ cents per pound ___ 5 cents per pound. 
4 cents per pound _____ 7 cents per pound. 
~cent per ponnd _____ 2~ cents per pound. 
3 cents per pound _____ 8 cents per pound. 
8 cents per dozen ____ _ 10 cents per dozen. 
6 cents per .pound _____ 11 cents per pound. 
2M cents per gallon____ 6M cents per gallon. 
20 cents per gallon_____ 56.6 cents per gallon. 
1 cent per pound ______ 1.8 cents per pound. 
1M cents per pound ___ 2U cents per pound. 
5 cents per pound _____ 7 cents per pound but 

not less than 35 per 
cent ad valorem. 

2~ cents per pound ___ 5~ cents per pound. 
12 cents per pound ____ 14 cents per pound. 
15 cents per busheL ___ 25 cents per bushel. 
IOcents per 100 pounds. 25 cents per 100 pounds. 
Free_----------------- :Hoof! cent per pound. 
40 cents per busheL ___ 65 cents per bushel. 
3.3 cents per pound____ 4~ cents per pound. 
3 cents per pound _____ 41.4 cents per pound. 
4 cents per pound _____ 7 cents per pound. 
2 cents per pound _____ 5 cents per pound. 
1 cent per pound __ ____ 2~ cents per pound. 
1~ cents per pound ___ 3 cents per pound. 
31 cents per pound ____ 32 cents per pound. 

2.75 cents per pound .. 2.92 cents per pound. 

EAST CLAIMS HIGH RATES IN FARM PRODUCTS WILL INCRIUSE COST O.B' 
LlVI:s'G 

It is conceded on all sides by all parties· that the outstanding 
feature of this bill is the protection assured farm products, the 
rates on competitive foreign farm products being higher than in 
any preceding tariff bill in all our history. In all the poi onous
propaganda of misrepresentation and denunciation concerning 
this bill you have not heard from any responsible source that 
the rates on agricultural products were too low. No one hal'> 
had the temerity to make any such claim. On the other hand, 
the greatest opposition to thiE! bill comes from those who are 
denouncing the rates as too high. The captains of industry 
are opposing this bill upon that ground. They claim that the 
1·ates will be largely effective, that they will increase the cost 
of food products to labor, · and that labor, in turn, will demand 
increased wages and the increased cost of production in this 
country will further handicap them and lessen their profits in 
disposing of the products of their rna s production in competi
tion with cheap labor in foreign countries. 

Even supposing their claim was true, are we to sacrifice the 
welfare of our people at home for the profits of the product of 
mass production which mu t be sold abroad in competition with 
cheap labor? Our first concern should be to see that our nece -
sary production at home, especially that which is primary and 
essential to life, should return at least a reasonable profit to 
the producers. But there i more hot air than there are hot 
facts in this howling and yowling about the increased cost of 
production. 

The immediate effect of the high rate on farm product may 
be to temporarily increa ·e the cost of living, but this will be 
more than off et in the increased capacity of the farmers to buy 
the products of indu try which represents steady employment at 
good wages to labor. 

The president of the organize<l labor unions of the country 
came forward in support of farm legislation with the statement; 

We want the farmers to get better prices for their products. As long 
as union labor has steady employment it is willing to pay more for its 
food products and thus share its prosperity with the farmer. 

How different is the unselfish position of organized labor thu 
stated from the position of the so-called captains of industry 
and internationalists who attempted to assassinate the bill on 
the ground that it would curtail our foreign trade and thereby 
diminish their profits on transactions in foreign countries. 

But while, ~s we have said, the immediate effect of the high 
rates on farm products may be to temporarily increase the cost 
of living, the marketing agency for farm products i · being 
reorgani-ze€! -and there is sub tantial hope that ultimately 
there will be an elimination of at lea -t a major portion of 
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the enormous overhead and · waste now existing between the. 
producer and consumer, so that while the farmers will receivP 
higher prices for their products the consumers will be able to 
purchase them at prices lower than they are now paying. A 
brief statement from my speech on the floor of the House during 
consideration of the agricultural marketing bill emphasizes the 
importance of this pb.ase of the problem : 

THE ENORMOUS COST OF SELLING FARM PRODUCTS TO CONSUMER 

Here at home is the bigge t field for improvement in farm conditions. 
For the $9,779,000,000 which the farmer received for his farm products 
the consumers paid $21,730,000,000, the cost of the distribution being 
$11,951,000,000; or, in other words, here is the field where the farmer 
has to pay 55 cents to distribute every dollar's worth of products he 
sells. Here is a field wherein it costs the farmer $100.80 to distribute 
a thousand pounds of beef for which the farmer receives $72.40. The 
con. umers of the United States consume 6,884,000,000 pounds of beef 
annually and the farmer pays, in his lesser price for its distribution, 
$693,970,203. For the distribution of a bushel of wheat in the St ate 
of Oklahoma, se1ling for $1.48, in the process of transportation, selling, 
storage, and milling and baking, it costs $4.28, so that the bushel of 
wheat in its ultimate loaves costs the consumers of New York $5.76. 
The cost of the distribution of bread alone amounts to $2,086,928,000 
annually, and we could go on indefinitely, but from the above it will be 
~n that herein lies the big field of reclamation, and the bill provides 
for this work. It will stgp the waste and cut out the overhead and 
put the producer, through his cooperative organizations, in direct contact 
with produ-cer-controlled clearing houses to distribute direct to the 
consumer. It will thus increase the price the farmer gets · for his prod
uct just to the extent of the reclamation and that should result in giving 
him not less than 60 cents out of the consumer's dollar instead of 45 
cents, or $3,259,000,000 more than he now receives for his cro~. 

Here at home is the big field for the reclamation of waste 
in the economic system between the producer and consumer, 
and it must be clearly apparent that economies can be _effected 
that will materially increase the farmer's share in the con
sumer?s dollar and at the same time not increase the price of the 
product to the consumer. 

THE UILLING-IN-BOND LOOPHOLE 

While we had a tariff of 42 cents per bushel on wheat, yet 
Canadian wheat for milling and bonding purposes was admitted 
free of duty. The Buffalo mills close to the Canadian border 
with cheap water transportation, purchased Canadian wheat for 
mi!Jing-in-bond purposes. The wheat, being admitted free of 
all duty, when ground into flour was sold in the Cuban market 
as American flour, getting the advantage of our 30 per cent 
preferential from the Cuban tariff. 

Through this loophole, wheat grown by Canadian farmers, 
when ground into flour, displaced in the Cuban market the 
wheat grown by American farmers. It was never intended that 
Canadian wheat should have the benefit of our 30 per cent re
duction from the Cuban tariff rates, a reduction we secured in 
consideration of giving a 20 per cent reduction in our tariff 
rates. 

The Garber amendment was incorporated in the tariff bill 
pas ed by the House and Senate, and is now the law. It stopped" 
up the loophole through which Canadian wheat for milling-in
bond purposes was steadily flowing into our market free of duty. 
It requires all milling-in-bond wheat to pay a duty equivalent to 
our preferential rate with any country in which the flour from 
said wheat i · sold, and thus protects the American wheat grower 
and our home mills in the advantage they have in the Cuban 
market. The Garber amendment was supported by all the farm 
organizations and the milling organizations with the exception 
of the group located at Buffalo. Under its provi ions, wheat 
grown by American farmers and ground into flour by the Ameri
can millers will supply the Cuban market. 

THE PHILIPPINES AND THE TARIFF 

.A great many people inquire why we do not protect our dairy 
industry against the oil and fats from the Philippine Islands 
by adequate tariff rates. Being a part of our Territorial posses
sions, we can not tax her imports. While free trade among our
sel\es is essential to our progress and prosperity, yet in this 
in tance, because of the retention of the Philippine Islands as a 
part of our Territorial possessions, free trade with them is at a 
great sacrifice to agriculture and especially to the dairy indus
try of our country. Thus w~ ee the independence of the Philip
pines is closely allied with the tariff issue. Their representa:
tives have continually insisted upon their independence. I 
believe the time has come when we should yield to their de
mands. They claim they are qualified for self-government. We 
have extended · every possible aid to educate them to that end. 
Our obligations in that re pect have been fully di~charged. We 
should not retain them against their own will. Responsibility, 
alone, is the :fini hing touch to qualify them to work out their 

own salvation and destiny. Their continued retention against 
their own will but engenders resentment and a lack of apprecia
tion on their part and, in addition, creates a continuous hazard 
to our international peace. 

That you may be informed as to the extent of the competition 
of their products with those of our dairy industry, I quote you 
the imports for the year 1929, during which 252,059 pounds of 
edible alli.mal oils and fats, valued at $23,694, were admitted 
free of duty ; 411,936,213 pounds of coconut oil, valued at 
$29,552,2Q6, and 310,194,463 pounds of copra, valued at $13,154,-
189, all produced on cheap lands with cheap labor, not exceeding 
25 per cent of the value of the land and labor cost in this coun
try. These oils from the Philippines are used by the packer 
and manufacturers of oleomargarine to displace the use of the 
pure butter of the American farmers to the extent of more than 
250,000,000 pounds annually. 

Already these free importations of oils and fats diverted into 
products competing with our dairy indu try have depressed the 
price of its products below the cost of production. The dairy 
fudustry is one of the most important, valuable, and widely dis
tributed of all the industries of agriculture. Q()ntinued free 
importations thus diverted into the packers' products will finally 
result in completely closing up the streams of revenue flowing 

: into the households of our farms, revenue ·which in turn is' 
. expended for the necessaries of life in our home markets. 
I OLEOMARGARINE DISPLACING OUR BUTTER 

, Of the 255.000,000 pounds of oleomargarine consumed annually, 
1 nearly 95 per cent, or 240,000,000 pounds, was uncolored and 
' taxed at the rate of only one-fourth of a cent per poun<4 com
' pared to 10 cents per pound levied on the colored product. We 
favor a tax of 10 cents per pound on the uncolored product as 
well as the colored, since it must be apparent that the exi ting 
tax of one-fourth of a cent a pound on the uncolored commodity 

1 is entirely inadequate to afford even the semblance of protection. 
Two hundred and fifty-five million pounds of oleomargarine; 

displacing an equal number of pounds of butter in our home 
I market annually, is the competition to which we are subjecting 
our dairy farmers. But this is not all ! Dul'ing the last five 
years additional competitive products in the form of cooking 

' compounds with alluring names, colored like butter and adver
' tised as a substitute for it, have been adding to the depression. 
To protect against this additional competition of foreign raw 
products admitted free, I supported an amendment to the oleo

' margarine act bringing such cooking compounds within the 
; provisions of the law, subject to taxation and regulation. 

By the enactment of such legislation a measure of protec
tion would be afforded the farmers of this country but the 
protection they must have will come only from the independence 
of the Philippines .and the subsequent taxation of their exports 
to this country. Our continued refusal to grant them their 
independenc~ is at a sacrifice of the home market for the Ameri
can farmers, in which millions of dollars' worth of our home 
products are displaced annually by these products of the cheap 
land and cheap labor of the Philippines. 

VETERANS~ LEGISLATION 

Throughout my service as Repr~sentative of the eighth eon
gressional district, I have consistently worked and voted in 
the interests of our veterans and their dependents. In my 
efforts in their behalf, I have cooperated to the fullest possible 
extent with the American Legion, the Grand Army of the 
Republic, the United Spanish-American War veterans, and other 
organizations directly interested in relief legislation. 

In addition to working in their best interests in securing the 
enactment of needed relief legislation, I have assisted in securing 
pension and compensation benefits in hundreds of individual 
cases and always consider it a privilege to be afforded such 
opportunities for service. These men and their dependents are 
entitled to every consideration at t11e hands of a grateful Govern
ment, and in exerting my best efforts in their behalf I have 
always felt that I was expressing the wishes of the people of 
the eighth congressional district. 

MRRIT OF GARBER AMENDME~"'T RECOGNIZED 

During the present session of Congress I introduced a bill to 
amend section 200 of the World War veterans' act providing 
for presumptive ervice connection in tubercular cases, whether 
arrested or active, if developed to a degree of 10 per cent or 
more during the presumptive-service period. Experience had 
demonstrated the necessity for such an amendment since the 
Comptroller General of the United States ruled that active 
tubercular condition must be shown within the presumptive
service period in order to secure the benetits of the provision. 
The application of such a ruling constituted gave injustice in 
many. cases and the merit of the proposition was recognized by 
the C.ommittee on World War Veterans' legislation which in
corporated it, in substance, in the bill pas ed by the House, 
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known as the Johnson bill, a composite of a number of needed 
relief propositions. 

PE NSION ON· BAS IS OF DISABILITY SERVICE AND NEED 

But this bill, while it would have provided additional benefits 
on a basis of service connection and corrected many existing 
inju tices and discriminations, entirely overlooked the thou-
ands of worthy veterans whose need is outstanding, whose 

set·vice was honorable, but who are suffering from disabilities 
which they have been unable to connect with their service. In 
my speech before the House on April 24, 1930, I emphasized the 
imperative necessity of meeting our obligations to these boys, 
who unquestioningly offered their all in the hour of the Nation's 
need and who now need our assistance. A brief quotation from 
my remarks will explain my position: 

Our primary concern should not be how or when these men incurred 
their disabilities. The fact that we accepted theit· ·sacrifices, that in 
their country's service they were liable to the exaction of the supreme 
sacrifice, constitutes a distinct obligation on our part for their welfare 
now. If one of them is ill, in ' need of a'ssistance, why should we 'de
mand that he show that disaHlity to have been a direct result of his 
service before we extend to him the aid of a grateful Government? He 
accrpted his obligation to his Nation. Let' us accept ours to him, to 
every man like him who may now be suffering from disease or disability 
and in need, whether or not it is a result of his service. 

• * • * • * • 
In my judgment, the people of this country desire to e:rtend rellef to 

every needy disabled veteran, whether his disability is service connected 
or not. They want that relief so apportioned as to help the veteran 
who served in the ranks in equal degree with the veteran who served in 
command. The equita-ble apportionment so as to include all the disabled 
veterans in need is their first concern, ·and their second is the efficient 
and economic administration of the law so as to give the maximum 
degree of relief for the moneys expended. 

• * • • • • • 
The imperative need of a · thorough re\' ision of existing laws and the 

embodim«nt of a broad national pollcy in a · comprehensive act to include 
all the peedy disabled veterans upon an equality, one with the other, is 
too apparent to even suggest argument in its support. It is admitted 
upon all sides and by all who have made a ~stu.dy of the questions 
involved. · 

WORL D WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION ENACTED 

The relief legislation finally enacted includes provision for 
pension relief on the basis of disability, service, and need, as I 
advocated in my speech before the House . . In this connection it 

· provides as follows: 
On and after the date of the approval of this amendatory act any 

Jwnorably discharged ex-service man who entered the senice prior to 
November 11, 1918, and served 90 days or more during the World War, 
and who is or may hereafter be suffering from a 25 per cent or more 
permanent disability, as defined by the director, not the result of his 
own willful misconduct, which was not acquired in the service during 
the World War, or for which compensation is not payable, shall be 
entitled to receive a disability allowance at the following rates: Twenty
five per cent permanent disability, $12 per month; 50 per cent perma
nent disability, $18 per month; 75 per cent permanent disability, $24 
per month; total-permanent disability, $40 per month. No disability 
allowance payable under this paragraph shall commence prior to the date 
of the passage of this amendatory act or the date of application there
for, and such application shall be in such form as the director may 
prescribe. 

Though the rates are not as high as we would liked to have 
enacted, they represent benefits this year to about 156,056 dis
aNed veterans unable to trace their disabilities to service 
ongm. That number will be increased annually until it is 
estimated a maximum of 380,622 beneficiaries under the pens:on 
provisiqn will be reached in 1935. Veterans suffering from 
illness of service origin, of course, are still entitled to the 
higher rates provided by the original World War act. 

The new law has 25 sections. Among other things, it pro
vides that due consideration be given to lay and other evi
dence not of a medical nature; extends the time for one year 
for the commencement of actions under the war risk act; pro
vides in addition to any other compensation recei-red, an allow
ance of $25 monthly to any veteran who lost one or more feet 
or hands in the active service in line of duty between April 6, 
1917, and November 11, 1918; and grants to veterans with ar
rested or apparently cured tuberculosis a minimum rating of 
not less than 25 per cent disability. This latter pro-rision will 
not be of particular effect where the only service-connected 
disability is that of active tuberculosis and the veteran is en
titled to the statutory award of $50 per month, since tliat award 
is in excess of the 25 per cent rating established by this amend
ment. · If, however, the veteran has in addition to a service-. 

connected tubercular disability another disability of service 
origin, he will receive a combined rating, and in such rating · 
the disability resulting f.rom the service-connected tubercular 
condition will be evaluated at not Jess than 25 per cent. The 
combined total disability rating may thus entitle the veteran 
to an amount in excess of $50 monthly. 

The enactment of this measure was advocated by the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars and its commander, Hezekiah N. Duff, 
a Spanish and World War veteran, and in its final stages it 
had the indorsement of the American Legion by its commander, 
0. L. Bodenllamer, who recognized the fact that it is impartial 
and grants substantial benefits to all seriously disabled service 
men. · ' · · · · 

" EQUAL SERVICE OF ALL; SPECIAL PROFITS FOR NONE " 

. II1 three successive Congre~ses I have introduced a resolution 
in the House to amend the Constitl}tion to authorize Congress, in 
the event of war, to conscript not only the persons of its citi
zens but money, industry, and property as well. It would fur
ther authorize Congress "to take such steps as may be deemed 
necessary to stabilize nric~ -of service and of au commodities 
declared ~o be .essential, whether such services and commodities 
are required by the Government or by the civilian population." 

Our experience in the World War, during which 20,000 mil
lionaires were created out of war profits while our boys were 
serving in the trenches at $1.10 a day, emphasized the impera
tive need for the enactment of such legislation. . 

In 1924, and again in 1928, the Republican Party platform 
included the following: 

We believe that in time of war the Nation should draft for its 
defense not only its citizens but also every resource which may con
tribute to success. The country demands that, should the United 
States ever again be called upon to defend itself by arms, the President 
be empowered to draft. such material resources and such services as 
may be required, and to stabilize the plices of services and essential 
commodities, whether utilized in actual warfare or private activity. . 

'l'he Democratic Party also declared itself in favor of such 
legislation in its 1924 platform, stating: 

War is a rellc of barbarism, and it "is justiiiable only as a measure 
of defense. 

In the event of war in which the man power of the Nation is drafted 
all other resources should likewise be drafted. This will . tend to dis
courage war by depriving it of its profits. 

The American Legion, with its motto of " Equal service of 
all, special profits for none," has stood squarely for the enact
ment of such legislation since 1921. But in spite of concerted 
effort of those of us in Congress who recognize the undeniable 
merit of such an amendment and the active support and organ
ized cooperation of the American Legion no such bill has ever 
been reported from committee to either House of Congress for 
its consideration and disposition. 

Now, after a campaign of nearly 10 years' duration, a univer
sal draft commission has been authorized by Congress to study 
and report back to Congress by December, 1931, the advi ·ability 
.of a constitutional amendment under which the Nation's wealth 
resources may be drafted in war time with a view to equalizing 
the burdens of war and promoting peace. The commission in
cludes four Senators, four House Members, and the following 
members of the Cabinet: The Secretary of War, Secretary of the 
Navy, Secretary of Agriculture, Secretary of Commerce, Secre~ 
tary of Labor, and the Attorney General. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, ask people, "'Vbat make 
business bad?-" Most of tllem will reply, "The new tariff uill." 

In many public addresses I have asserted tllat the greatest 
contributing factor to the present decline in trade has been 
the protracted delay in the passage of the tariff bill. Business 
can not proceed with uneertainty ahead. Future plan~ can not 

· be formulated; stagnation sets in resulting in slow turnover 
of tocks and produce and idle workmen. 

Jobless workmen eat but little of Iowa's food products. A 
well-paid American workman is the best customer we haTe for 
our products. In my recent campaign in Iowa I affirmed my 
stand that t;p.e American market, the best market in · the world, 
should be pre erved for American products and the American 
job for the American workmen. 

l\Iatthew Woll, of the American Wage Earner, recently said: 
The protest of Henry Ford against ti.Je passage of the pending tariff 

bill can not go unchallenged. 
Ford's protest is but another sign of the desperate plight which 

American capitalists who, with millions of American dollars Lnvested 
in foreign countries in order to curry favor with tbose in control, find 
1t convenient to embarrass thelr ·own countrymen in order to safe-· 

; gt'lard their foreign investments. ·· 
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If the wages and living conditions of American workers are to be 

preserved, let alone improved, Congress can well afford to. look to those 
Americans who have indicated thclr sincere interest in the welfare 
of their country by investing their moneys in America rather than 
those who have taken their profits received from the American pur
chasing public and used them to destroy American industries. 

Some of our severest critics of the tariff bill howl the loud
est about depressed times. ·In all probability their criticism 
has only added to the severity of the depression. 

Recently farmers in my State wrote as follows: 
If we bad statesmen who would find some means of getting every 

man a job, instead of fooling away their time wrangling about the 
tariff, the surplus question would settle itself. 

Another said : 
What this country needs more than anything else is to find employ· . 

ment for the millions of idle workers. When this is accomplished 
you'll need no acreage reduction. 

·The Washington Post editorially declared: 
For many months this unscrupulous coalition embroiled Congress in· 

controversies that worked injury to the public. An attempt was made 
to strike down American industry and labor under the pretense that 
agriculture could not otherwise obtain its rights. The welfare of all 
Americans was jeopardized by this wanton attack. Business recovery 
bas been delayed by it, and hundreds of thousands of families are 
hungry because of it. · 

The Republican Party, thanks to the House of Representatives and 
the skillful leadership of Senator WATSON in the Senate, finally passed 
the tariff bill, with the flexible provision in the form desired by Presi· 
dent Iloover. The foundation of American prosperity is, therefor~; solid, 
and the work of recovery can now go on without further interference. 

Americans are guara.nteed possession of their own market. The 
greatest consuming market in the world belongs to them. Upon that 
asset they can proceed to conquer foreign markets by producing better 
goods by cheaper mass production methods than any competitors can 
command. 

·Foreign nations can continue to sell enormous quantities of goods 
to the United States. .This is their best market. But they can not 
send here cheap-labor goods to destroy American industries. 

There is a world-wide depression, which is presumed to be an after
math ·of the cremation of lives and wealth durhig the late war. The 
LTnited States is feeling this depression in decrease.d exports, but o~Jy 
to a mild degree. Within the United States recovery from the stock
market crash would have been accomplished by this time if the would-be 
wreckers of prosperity had not delayed enactment of the protective tarilf 
law. 

The first country that will recover from the world-wide depression is 
the United States. It has no war losses to be wiped out by extreme 
tQil on ·. tarvation rations. Its industries are not kept going by robbing 
workers of rightful wages. 

Twenty billions of American dollars are at work tn. foreign countries, 
helping to l'estore world prosperity. When American manufacturers 
establish branches in foreign countries and pay high wages they con
tribute powerfully to world welfare. When they attempt to exploit 
foreign workers in order to send cheap-labor goods back to the United 
States they are stopped at the customhouse. 

The way is now open for the Gnlted States to forge ahead under the 
constructive administration of a President whose instinct is to build 
up and not tear down. 

Complaint has been made that the farming population will 
be charged more for their purchases than they will receive 
benefit in their sales. Chester H. Gray, in his report of June 
24, 1930, says : 

The objective of the American Farm Bureau Federation in tariff 
adjustment matters has not been to destroy protection but to secure 
it for farm crops so that farmers might profitably enjoy supplying the 
dom~tic market. 

The tariff policies of the American Farm Bureau Federation seems 
to accent the idea that farmers may sell themselves rich in the do
mestic market. Much less thought is given in the Farm Bureau to 
the idea of so adjusting tariff rates that farmers can buy themselves 
deb. The average American farmer seems to think that if he can be 
protected against his foreign competitors be need not be so much con-
cerned about the buying end of the farm game. · 

It should be remembered that the Members of Congress in 
voting for the 1930 bill voted for the new schedules as against 
the old 1922 schedules. A vote against the present tariff bill 
was a vote to continue the old schedules and not to substitute 
something else therefor. 

The following table shows that $3,429,400,000 of onr imports, 
or 77.9 per cent, came to our shores in 1929, and that most of 
them will not be affected by the new act: · 

Imports of chief commodities Into the United &fates in 1!n9 

(In millions of dollars) 

Per cei!t 
Items Tariff status Value of total 

imports 

~~e~~~~=== :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: _ ~~e_e<io_-:: ::::::::: 
Rubber--·----------------------·---------- _____ do __ ---------! 
Sugar, cane ____________ -------------------- . ---_do ___ ---------
Copper, unmanufactured------------------ _____ do ___ ---------
Newsprint __________ _______ ---------------- _____ do ___ ---------
Petroleum, crude and refined. __________________ do __ ----------
Hides and skins ___ ----------------------- _____ do ___ ---------
Paper base stocks ___ -·-------------------- _____ do ___________ _ 
Furs, undressed __ ------------------------- _____ do ___ ---------Vegetable oils _____________________________ Partly free _______ _ 
Tin __________________________ -------------- Free ____ ----------
Wool and mohair_________________________ Duty_------------
Fruits and nuts __ ---~--------------------- Partly free_.------
Art works_-------------------------------- Free __ ------------
Oilseeds_ ---------------------------------- Partly free_--~---
Wool manufactures·----------~------------ Duty __ .----------Burlaps ___________________________________ . ___ ~do ..... _---. __ _ 
Precious stones, pearls, and imitations ___ __ Partly free _______ _ 
Fertilizers and materiaL __________________ Free _____________ _ 
Cotton manufactures______________________ Partly free _______ _ 
Tobacco, unmanufactured _________________ Duty ____________ _ 
Wood, semimanufactures-sawmill manu- Partly dutiable __ _ 

factures. 
Cotton, unmanufactured ___ --------------- Free ___ -----------Cocoa or cocoa beans ___________________________ do. ___________ _ 
Flax, hemp, and ramie, and manufactures_ Partly free _______ _ 
Vegetables and preparations ____________________ do ____________ _ 
Leather_·-·-------------------------,.------ Partly dutiable __ _ 
Meat products----------------------------- Partly free _______ _ 
Fish. _______________ ------_----------- __________ do.-·----- ____ _ 
Silk manufactures_------------------------ ----_do. ___________ _ 
Industrial chemicals ____________ ----------- ----_do. _______ ----
Tea ... : _______________ --------------------- Free ____ -----~ ___ _ 
Coal-tar products·------------------------- Partly dutiable __ _ 

427.1 
302.4 
241.0 
209.3 
153.4 
144.5 
143.5 
137.3 
118.1 
108.1 
100.7 
91.8 
87.3 
86.6 

-82.1 
79.3 
78.5 
77.4 
78.8 
71.6 
61.2 
57.1 
54.2 

53.3 
4.9. 5 
51.2 
44.8 
44.4. 
39.7 
38.7 
37.9 
30.5 
25. 9 
22.2 

9. 7 
6.9 
5.5 
4.8 
3.5 
3.3 
3. 2 
3.1 
2. 7 
2. 5 
2.3 
2.1 
2.0 
1. 9 
1.8 
1.8 
1. 8 
1. 7 
1.8 
1. 6 
1.4 
1.3 
1. 2 

1. 2 
1.1 

. 1.2 
1.0 
1. 0 
.9 
.9 
.9 
.7 
.6 
. 5 

Total above--------------------------------------------- 3, 429.4 77.9 
Total, alL ___________________________ -------------------- 4, 400.0 100.0 

Eteports of meat products-19!9 

Meat products · Value 

Millions of 

Per cent of 
total meat 
products 

doUars 
Beef and veal, fresh---------------------------------------- 2. 0 0. o4 . 
Pork, fresh------------------------------------------------- 2. 2 . 04 
Cured meats----------------------------------------------- 55.6 1. f1l 
Lard-.----"------------------------------------------------ 108. o 2. 08 . 
Oleo oil, tallow, stearin, etc ___ ----------------------------- 9. 3 . 18 
Other meat products--------------------------------------- 25.7 . 49 

1--------1--------Total __________________________________________ ~----- 202.8 3. 90. 

It is evident that the injury which the new tariff law will do 
to the total volume of the import trade of the United States has 
been considerably exaggerated. The prospect is that . the 
volume of imports will continue to show a substantial expan
sion. The business recession which the United States is now 
experiencing is only a temporary matter. The long-term up
ward trend which the United States has experienced in the past 
will continue. With the growth in population and the increase 
in wealth, the United States will have to purchase f1·om foreign 
countries larger quantities ' of such commodities as silk, coffee, 
and rubber, which are not produced in tile United States. 

From the foregoing report, it would seem that the hog pro
ducer is mostly interested in the export of lard. Recently on 
the open market in Berlin, lard was selling at a lower price 
than the market price of live hogs in America; which indicates 
that the hog producer in this country is going to be compelled 
to change his production from a lard hog to the bacon type. 
This transformation is gradually taking place at the present 
time. The change in the demand of the production is requiring
the adjustment of the producer in his products. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, the tariff law just enacted has 
already served one good purpose in that it has reassured 
industry and restored confidence in business. The period of 
uncertainty through which the country has passed during the . 
present year on account of the delay in disposing of the tariff 
measure, has of itself done much to prevent an upward turn 
of business conditions. Not until at least a year has elapsed 
under the new law will it be possible to make a reliable 
estimate of its permanent effect upon industry, but the mere 
termination of the period of uncertainty should, and I believe 
will, cause an immediate improvement in business, especially 
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in many manufacturing industries that had been disturbed 
by the long delay. 

While it is true that for at least a year there will be no re
liable information upon which to base an opinion as to the 
permanent effect of this law, I am conv:nced that it will be 
highly beneficial to business and to the people, because it dis
tributes the benefits of protection better than any previous tariff 
law in our history. 

There have been comparatively few substantial changes in 
the rate structu e of the tariff law, and the new law is sub
stantially a reenactment of the one it supersedes, which oper
ated with such notable success from 1922 to 19SO. If the 1922 
law aided in producing prosperity, and no one can deny, of 
course, that there was unusual prosperity from 1922 to 1930, it 
seems certain that the present law which is so slightly different 
from its predecessor, will have the same general effect. 

The only consistent basis of opposition to the new law it 
would eem, therefore, is opposition to a protective tariff as a 
governmental policy. 

In the new law the most important changes, and those which 
are causing criticism from foreign countries, are the incrPases 
in rates on agricultural items. A general willingness bas mani
fested itself to give agriculture every help possible. The in
dustrial rates, aside from agriculture, have not been materially 
increased, except in such instances as could be clearly demon
strated where changed conditions made increases nece sary if 
the industry was to be allowed to continue in this country. No
where throughout the bill are changes sufficiently great to seri
ously disturb any line of industry, but every industry bas been 
in a state of uncertainty for more than a year as to whether 
there would be a change of rates, and 'if so, to what extent. 
Bu iness simply could not go ahead under such conditions. 

REMOVES UNCERTAINTY 

The final pas age of the bill removes this uncertainty. Busi
ness can and will soon adjust itself to the new law, and with 
its workable flexible provision to take care of neces ary changes 
brought about by changed conditions, I predict for the present 
law a long period of successful operation and u efulness. 

Friends of agriculture have been contending for several years 
that this indu try bas not shared in oul.· national prosperity to 
the arne extent as other industries and in response to this ap
peal substantial increases have been granted in duties to prac
tically every agricultural product affected by foreign competi
tion. I can not understand how anyone who wishes to aid 
agriculture can be opposed to the measure. 

On the other hand, in the face of an insidious propaganda 
from those who seek to undermine the policy of protection, the 
1922 rates on manufactured products have been on the whole 
maintained, and increases have been granted where it has been 
shown that foreign competition bas caused serious unemploy
ment. 

LABOR APPEALS GRA."'iTED 

Mo t of the important increases in duty on manufactured 
article were made on the request of intere ted labor groups. 
The articles in which organized labor was particularly interested 
were boots and hoes, leather, bricks, marble, granite, patterns, 
bottle , antique furniture, straw and felt hats, print rollers, 
wall paper, pottery, flint and window glass, woven wire cloth, 
and printed matter. The labor organizations which urged and 
obtained either new duties or increased duties on these items 
included the Boot and Shoe Workers Union, the Brick and Clay 
Workers Union, the Glass Bottle Blowers Union, the Potters 
Union, the United H~tters of North America, the American 
Flint Glass Workers Union, the Bricklayers, Masons, and 
Plasterers International Union, Brotherhood of Painters, Paper 
Hangers and Decorators, Pattern Makers League, Upholstery 
Workers Union, Lithographers Union, the United Wall Paper 
Crafts, and the American Wire Weavers Association. 

The new law also carries in it a provision to eliminate within 
a period of 18 months competition with products made by con
vict. forced, and · indenture labor in Europe and the Orient, 
which was proposed and indorsed by labor groups. 

PLEAS FOR HELP MET 

For the first time in tariff legislation organized labor and or
ganized agriculture have taken an active part in framing a tariff 
law, and in an overwhelming number of cases have obtained the 
help they asked. It is too much to expect any single group 
should be entirely satisfied with the law as a whole. It is im
possible for 435 l\lembers of the House and 96 Members of the 
Senate to agree on a law which entirely meets the views of any 
one per on or any one group, but on the whole the law is favor
able to both labor and agriculture and is beneficial to our indus
trial interests. 

The chief opposition to the law comes from banking interests, 
which have such large interests abroad that they have an inter-, 

national rather than a national viewpoint; importers, who very 
properly seek to safeguard their own business and profits, and the 
very small number of large manufacturing companies which in 
recent years have built large factories abroad. To these might 
be added the small group of so-called economists composed 
mostly of college professors who advocate " free trade" on the 
theory that if we threw open our markets to the rest of the 
world we ·hall be able to pull foreign living standards up to 
ours instead of ours being dragged down to theirs. 

BENElt'lTS MASSES 

As opposed to these groups we have agriculture, industry, and 
the labor group of the American Federation of Labor, under the 
leadership of Matthew Woll, who has represented before the 
committees of Congress 19 of the largest national labor unions in 
the country, with member hip of more than 1,000,000 skilled 
workers in industries which are directly affected by the tariff. 

In the face of the e facts it seems to me that this legislation 
is most certainly in the interests of the great rna s of our people. 

On this bill the Republican Party and others who support it 
stand with agriculture, labor, and our American inda tries. The 
Democratic Party, in its opposition to the bill, stands with Wall 
Street, which its orators have as ailed on every soap box from 
here to California during the pa t half century, the importers 
and the big business interests, who are using American dollars 
to build factories in every part of the world where labor costs 
are low. 

WHAT LABOR HAS TO SAY 

With reference to work done by organized labor groups in 
shaping the present law and the changes made in exi ting rates 
at the request of the e group , I wish to insert here an article 
from the American Labor Banner, a publication issued by the 
International Labor News Service (Inc.), an as ociation which 
in turn represents many ·hundreds of la}:>or publications through
out the country. 

'l,he article in question follows, in part : 
The Hawley-Smoot tariff bill is now a law. For many years trade

unionists have listened during every national campaign to the be.nefits 
which the workers received through tariff legi lation, but only in a 
few cases were the workers r eally interested, as in most cases the 
product of their labor did not come into active competition in the 
American market with the product of the cheap labor of Europe and 
Asia. 

However, with billions of American capital being invested in the up
building and the rehabilitation of European industries, directed by 
American engineers and with a market already in band in America for 
the product of these foreign factories, with efficient labor available at 
wages from one-eighth to one-half the wages paid to American workers 
the officers of international unions were forced to, and under the direc
tion and leadership of Matthew Woll did, get busy. 

The results of this work, as written into the tarilf law just signed, 
are now manifesf. 

WIN SUBSTANTIAL RATES 

The Boot and Shoe Worker ' Union, with imports of shoes having 
increased from less than 50,000 pairs in 1922 to more than 8,000,000 
pairs in 1929, secured a tariff duty of 20. per cent which will help to 
offset the low labor cost of the foreign-made shoes. The tariff law 
of 1922 permitted the importation of boots and shoes without the 
payment of any duty. 

The Brick and Clay Workers lost thousands of their members in the 
Atlantic Coast States, due to the heavy importation of bricks from 
Belgium, which, under the old law, were admitted t1·ee of any duty. 
Hereafter these foreign-made bricks will have to pay a duty of $1.25 
per 1,000, which will partly offset the low labor costs in Belgium. 

BOTTLE BLOWERS HELPED 

The members of the Gla s Bottle Blowers' Union, one of the oldest 
trade unions ' in America, have virtually been unable to secure employ
ment at their trade, due to the heavy importations of band-made bot
tles from France and other foreign countries. The old law carried a 
duty of 55 per cent, but, through a flaw in the law, the importers were 
able to bring these bottles in at a duty of only 5 per cent. The new 
law carries a duty of 75 per cent, which will permit a large percentage 
of these American worker~ to secure steady employment at their 
trade. ' 

For many years more than 60 per cent of all the table cbinawaro 
and crockery used in America each year has been the product of the 
workers of .Japan, Czechoslovakia, and Germany. The product of the 
American workers could not compete in the American market with the 
product of the cheap labor of Europe and Asia. The 'new law carries 
duties ranging from 55 per cent to almost 90 per cent, which is an 
average increase of more than 20 per cent on all forms of tableware. 
These increases, if properly administered and if undervaluations are 
prevented, will permit employment of American potters who have 
been hlle for many months. 
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BA'rrERS GET IN CRiliASE 

Referring to straw hats, the article from which I have quoted 
makes clear that the r.ather substantial increase in rates car
ried in the new law were necessary in order to be effective. 

GAIN Jl'OR GL.ASSWORKERS 

The article goes on as follows: 
The product of the members of the American Flint Glassworkers' 

Union, which comes into competition with the product of the workers 
of Czechoslovakia, Germany, and Belgium, also secured increases ranging 
from 5 per cent on some products to 20 per cent on chemical and 
scientific glassware. The effort of the representati-ves of American col
leges to secure the free entry of scientific glassware, which they were 
successful in having the Senate approve, was also finally defeated. 

The efforts of the Bricklayers, Masons, .and Plasters' Internatitonal 
Union to protect the product of their members from the cheap labor 
of Italy were successful, in that they secured an additional duty of 6 
cents per foot on polished marbles. They also were interested .in 
securing the duty on brick. This organization was also aided by the 
new duties levied on monumental stones. 

MA..RBLES NOW PROTECTED 

The church leaders of America, who receive their support from 
American workers, have for many years sought to import into Ameri:!'a. 
stained glass windows, church marbles of all kinds, and other articles, 
without the payment of any taritl' duties. The officers of the Brother
hood of Painters, Paper Hangers, and Decorators, with which the 
American workers who produce stained glass windows ·are affiliated, 
secured an increase from 50 per cent to 60 per cent. They also 
secured in the new taritl' law the same duty on parts which were not 
included in the old law. The members of this organization also pro
duce mosaics, which the church organizations and importers sought to 
have admitted free of any duty. However, the importers will have 
to pay a duty of 60 per cent on these imported mosaics under the 
new law. 

For many years the officers of the Pattern Makers' League have been 
trying to secure the imposition of a tariff duty on patterns., produced by 
cheap labor in foreign countries. The old law carried duties on some 
pattems of 3373 per cent, while the great majority of the patterns were 
admitted free of any duty. Under the new law all patterns, produced 
in foreign countries, will pay a duty of 50 per cent upon entry into 
America in competition with the product of American workers. 

UPHOLSTERY RATES CHANGED 

The upholstery workers have for years been fighting against the 
handicap of competing with the cheap labor of Europe in the finer 
grades of cabinets and supposed antique furniture. The old law carTied 
a duty of 33% per cent, while the new law carries a duty of 40 per 
c·ent. In addition to the increase in duty, the upholsterers also secured 
a protection in that hereafter supposed antique furniture will be per
mitted entry at only those ports where real experts can determine 
whether the antique is genuine or otherwise. The upholsterers are also 
interested in the matter of inlaid linoleum, and on this product they 
secured an increase in duty of from 35 per cent in the old law to 42 
per cent in the new law. 

WALL-PAPER CRAFTS GAIN 

The lithographers who have to compete with the cheap labor of Ger
many, Japan, and other foreign countries secured increases in decalco
manias of from 33 per cent in the old law to 46 per cent in the new 
law. They also secured additional increases in other types of lithos, 
ranging from 10 to 25 per cent. 

The United Wall Paper Crafts secured increases in the duties on print 
rollers of from 30 per cent, as in force under the 'old law, to 95 per 
cent in the new law. In addition, this organization secured the inclu
sion of language which will prevent the importers from having the 
customs court nullify the benefits of this increase. 

'fhe American Wire Weavers' A sociation, one of the few organiza
tions affiliated with the American Federation of Labor which has a 100 
per cent unionization, secured increases from 30 per cent to 40 and 
45 per cent. In addition, this organization also secured the insertion 
of language which will prevent any reduction in these duties through 
action on the part of the customs court. 

BARS CUBAN CIGARS 

For many years the officials of the Post Office Department, the De
partment of Commerce, the State Department aided by the United 
States Chamber of Commerce, and others, who seemingly are governed 
by the wishes of foreign govemments, have sought to secure the passage 
of legislation which would permit the entry of Cuban-made cigars in 
small' lots, in effect, without the payment of tariff duties . . The officers 
of the Cigar Makers' International Union, at times fighting almost 
alone, have successfully defeated this effort. A.s a result of hard work 
the Postmaster General has been forced to agree _with the members of 
the Ways and Means Committ~e that when and if a parcel post con
vention is entered into with the Cuban Government that a clause ahall 
be inserted which will provide that no cigars, not matter how few in 
number, will be admitted without the payment of full tariff duty. 

PRL~TING INDuSTRY VICTORY 

The printing trades workers secured the insertion of a clause in the 
law which will prohibit hereafter American purchases of printing -from 
having their work done in Europe and sent into America free of any 
duty. 

OBJECTS SOUGHT BY LABOR 

The above organizations, other than the typographical union, the 
Printing Pressmen and Stereotypers' Unions are affiliated with and com
prise the .America's Wage Earners' Protective Conference, formed for 
the purpose of jointly seeking to secure the passage of and the enforce
ment of tariff legislation which will protect the product of American 
workers from the competition of the products of the cheaper paid labor 
of Europe and Asia. 

The position of the unions engaged in the struggle has been that the 
passing of restrictive immigration legislation would be of little benefit 
tO" American workers if the products of the foreign workers were 
admitted without tariff levies which would at least equalize the differ
ence in costs of ,production. If American wages and standards were to 
be maintained then, the belief of those who comprise the America's 
Wage Earner's Protective Conference, headed by Matthew Woll, is, 
the organization held, that America must have adequate tariff protection 
for the products of the organized American workers. 

Other organizations which secured btnefits through the passage of the 
new tariff law are the ladies' garment workers, which secure-d an 
increase in the duty on embroidered handkerchiefs from 70 per cent to 
99 per cent ; the granite cutters, who secured additional duties on hewn 
and dr·essed stone; the United Leather Workers, who secured a duty of 
15 per cent on leather now admitted free of any duty; the slate makers, 
who secured an increase from 15 per cent to 25 per cent ; and the wood 
carvers, who will also benefit from the increases secured through the 
efforts of the upholstery workers. 

1\ir. PRITCHARD. 1\Ir. Speaker, the South in general, aml 
North Carolina in particular, should welcome a protective tariff. 
New England became and is immensely rich because of protec
tion. The soil of many New England States will scarcely 
sprout peas, but her factories have furnished employment for 
hundreds of thousands at high wages. Heretofore they have 
justly claimed first rank in education and social progress gen
erally, but the South is forging ahead in these particulars. Of 
late years we have seen a gradual shift of industry from New 
England to the South. This has been caused by the fact that 
the South is the logical center for industry. We have industria] 
advantages in North Carolina in the matter of intelligent and 
dependable Anglo-Saxon labor, hydroelectric power, mild 
climate, raw products, and accessibility to markets that are not 
possessed by any other section of America. Indusbial suprem
acy among the States is the destiny of North Carolina under 
continued protection. 

The Republican Party, with the exception oi three brief in
terruptions, has been continuously at the helm of the United 
States Government for the past 70 years. We have steadfastly 
maintained a high protective tariff. Under this policy the 
United States has advanced from a position of comparative ob
scurity to that of first rank in the family of nations. Our 
national resources stagger the imagination. The South has 
shared in the general prosperity brought about by protection, 
although her representatives in the National Congress haYe 
generally opposed thjs wise policy. She would have made much 
greater progress had her representatives been committed to the 
protective tariff and as diligent in protecting her economic in
terests as have the New England Members in looking after the 
welfare of their home folks. 

Poiiticians and a few selfish interests are making a hue and 
c_ry against the present tariff act. Chief among those who 
would discredit it are John J. Raskob, chairman of the Demo
cratic National Committee, Henry Ford, and the international 
bankers and other investors in foreign properties and securities. 
Ford, with the help of energetic and intelligent American labor 
and the rich American market, has become the world's wealthiest 
individual. He has taken his millions, made in Amei'ica, and 
consh·ucted in Cork, Ireland, a huge plant for the manufacture 
of tractors. In his Ireland plant he is able to secure laborers 
at much cheaper wages than in America . . 

As a consequence the thousands of employees who formerly 
produced his tracto1·s in America were left by him out of 
employment. Raskob is a large stockholder in General Motors, 
which also manufactures automobiles in Germany. The trag'edy 
of it all · s that Ford and other American manufacturers, who 
have transferred their plants to Europe, are sending their 
manufactured tractors and other products back to America 
for sale here in competition with the products and labor of 
America. That is the reason they are against the tariff bill. 
The international bankers who have invested their money 
abroad, in an effort · to realize on those investments, would 
expose the American manufacturer and laborer · to competition 
by peasant laborers of Europe. Wages and living conditions 
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of the American citizen are far superior to that of the people 
of any other nation in the world. In 1929, wages in the United 
States were three and one-half times higher than they were in 
Belgium, and 83 per cent higher than in Great Britain. They 
were twelve times higher than in Japan. 

AGRICUf,TURE 

For partisan reasons it is claimed that the present tariff act 
is unfair to agriculture. 'JJhe Underwood Act of 1913, among 
other things, admitted milk, cream, cheese, potatoes, eggs, swine, 
cattle, and sheep, free of duty. This exposed every American 
farmer to competition from those European, Asiatic, and South 
American countries, which, owing to cheap labor and unlimited 
natural grazing fields, could produce and ship their products to 
America and sell cheaper than we could in our own home mar
ket. The Republican Party in 1922 placed duties on these and 
many other farm products. Under the present act we have 
placed still higher duties .. · 

We rai ed the duty, for instance, from one-half cent to 2 cents 
per pound on swine; from 50 cents per 100 pounds to 75 cents 
per 100 pounds on potatoes; from $2 per head to $3 per head on 
sheep, and from 2 cents per pound to 3 cents per pound on cattle. 

The people of Florida could not stand Guban competition in 
truck growing. Cuba, being only a short distance away, they 
doubtle s could see the scantily clad, poorly fed, cheaply paid 
Cubans producing beans, potatoes, celery, cabbage, and other 
products and underselling them in the American market in com
petition with their own vegetables. This they could not stand 
and survive. The welfare of their State was put above party 
tradition, and their Representative in Congress joined with the 
Republicans in voting for the Hawley-Smoot tariff act. · Like
wi e some Members of the Louisiana delegation voted for the 
tariff act who al o had seen and keenly felt destructive competi
tion from cheaply produced Cuban sugar. The farmer has been 
favored in the present tariff bill, and as soon as the same shall 
have bad a reasonable time to become operative will derive 
great blessings therefrom. 

THE LABORING MAN 

Of all classes the laboring man should stand firm for a high 
protective tariff. There are literally millions of pauperized 
European, Asiatic, and South American peasants who, through 
their governments, are clamoring for a change in the immigra
tion laws and the right to enter America. We believe in re
stricted immigration. We say to the foreigners, "You shall not 
enter and take the jobs which are now held by the American 
laboring men." These foreigners have been oppressed for ages, 
and their condition is little better than that of slaves. 

In Japan, for instanee, goods are produced by wage earners 
who in many instances receive nothing but · their board and 
clothes. They exist in hovels. To them··an automobile, radio, 
or piano is unknown. We all agree that restricted immigration 
is a fine thing and that we should limit the number of foreigners 
wlw should be admitted to our country. We have particular 
need of severe restriction against Mexico. But it would be 
useless to restrict immigration and at the same time abandon 
the protective tariff. The immigration law says to the peasant 
laborer, "You shall not enter America to reduce wages and 
lower the standard of living of the American citizen." The 
tariff law says to the foreign manufacturer, "You shall not 
pToduce goods with your millions of pauperized laborers in 
Europe, Asia, and other foreign countries, and send them to 
America to close American factories and throw out of employ
ment highly paid American wage earners." We might as. well 
admit the laborers themselves as to admit their cheaply pro
duced goods. Either course would llestroy the American labor
ing man. 

Under continued protection the South will blossom industri
ally as a rose. Our people realize this. Their good sense will 
cau ·e them to send as Representatives to the National Congress 
me-n and women who are the friends of protection.· They are 
rapidly breaking away from injurious party tradition. The 
manufacturer, the wage earner, and the farmer of the South 
have had their eyes opened to the tremendous benefits which 
they have reaped and will continue to reap under a protective 
system, which is in reality the American system. 

Mr. KNUTSON. l\1r. Speaker, when I addressed the House on 
June 3 I did not have as complete information on the activities 
of American industrialists who have established branch factories 
in foreign countries as I have since been able to secure. It will 
be recalled that I then stated that something like $5,000,000,000 
had been invested in such enterprises. In delving further into 
this very important phase of foreign development by American 
capital, I find that the amount invested abroad e.""\:ceed"l $20,000,-
000,000, which is approximately 5.7 per cent of our total wealth. 
_ 1 herewith- append a somewhat eomplete list of American 
corporations who have established themselves in other lands in 

order to take advantage of low wages, long hours, and cheap 
raw material to be found in such countries, and are now in open 
competition with American labor and industries: 

SWEDEN 

American company 

International Harvester Co., Chi· 
cago, Ill. 

Boston Blacking Co., Cambridge, 
Mass. 

Spirella Co. (Inc.), Meadville, Pa. 

General Motors Corporation, De
troit, Mich. 

Bratten factory abroad 

Aktb. International Harvester Co., 
Norrkoping, Sweden. 

Boston Blacking Co. Aktb., Hals· 
ingborg, Sweden. 

Kersettfabriken Spirella Aktb., 
Malmo, Sweden. 

General Motors Nordiska Aktb., 
Stockholm, Sweden. 

SPAIN 
American cornpany 

Ford Motor Co., Detroit, Mich. 

Boston Blacking Co., Boston, Mass. 

United Shoe Machinery Co. 

Union Sulphur Co., New York City, 
N.Y. 

Armstrong Cork Co., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 

International Standard Corpora
tion, New York. 

International Telephone & Tele
graph Corporation, New York 
City, N. Y. 

General Motors Acceptance Corpo
ration, New York. 

Warren Brothers, Boston, Mass. 

American Cynamid Co., New York. 

Singer Sewing Machine Co. 

Bt·anch factat·y abroad 

Ford Motor Co., S. A. E., Barce
lona, Spain. 

Boston Blacking Co., S. A., Barce
lona, Spain. 

United Shoe Machinery Co., A. E., 
Barcelona, Spain. 

Union Sulphur Co., S. A. E., Tar· 
ragona, Spain. 

Armstrong Cork Co. of Spain,· 
SevUle, Spain. 

Standard Electrica, S. A., Madrid, 
Spain. · 

Compania Telefonica Nacional de 
Espana, Madrid, Spain. 

General Motors Peninsular, S. A., 
Madrid, Spain. 

Pavimentos Warrenite-Bithulithlc, 
S. A. E., Valencia, Spain. 

American Cynamid Co., Valencia, 
Spain. 

Singer Sewing Machine Co., Barce
lona, Spain. 

ITALY 

American cotnpany 
General Electric Co. 

Western Electric Co. 

American Radiator Co. 

Boston Blacking Co. 

Consolidated Steel Strapping Co. 

Westinghouse E. and M. Co. 

Standard Oil Co. of ~ew Jersey. 

Edison Lamp Works. 
Columbia Ribbon & Mfg. Co. 

American Radio Co. 
Eastman Kodak Co. 
James H. Rhodes & Co. 

Ford Motor Co. 
General Motors Corporation. 

Branch factory abroad 

Compagnia Generale di Elettrl· 
cit a, Milan, Italy. 

Standard Elettrica ItaUana, Milan, 
Italy. 

Societa Nazionale del Radiatore. 
Milan, Italy. 

Boston Blacking Co., S. A. Bovlsa, 
Milan, Italy. 

Societa Halo-Americana Brevettl 
Signode, Milan, Italy. 

Societa per Costruzioni Elettro· 
Meccaniche, Saronno, Italy. 

Societa Halo-American pel Petro· 
lio, Genoa, Italy. 

Societa· Edison Clerci, Milan, Italy. 
Columbia Ribbon & Carbon Mfg. 

co:, Milan, Italy. 
American Radio Co., Milan, Italy 
Kodak, S. A. Milan, Italy. 
James H. Rhodes & Co., Lipari, 

Messina. 
Ford Motor. Co., Trieste, Italy. 
General Motors C o 1· p or at i o n, 

Trieste, Italy. 

GIIEECE 

The Standard Oil Co. of New York is the only American firm re
ported as having a branch factory in Greece. No information as to the 
location is available. 

GERMANY 

The following American firms have been reported as having branch 
factories in Germany. No information a.s to the name or location of 
the branch factory is available : 

International Harvester Co., National Cash Regmter Co., Worthington 
Pumps Co., A. Mergenthaler Co., Otis Elevator Co., Steinway & Sons, 
National Radiator Co., Standard Varnish Works, Singer Sewing Machine 
Co., Eastman Kodak Co., First National Moving Pictures, Yale & Towne 
Mfg. Co., Frigidaire, Corn Products Co., Dessart Bros., Quaker Oats Co., 
Carborundum Co., Norton Co., Wrigley Co., Beechnut Co., Warner 
Brothers, Northam Warren, Erecht Corporation, Chesebrougb Mfg. Co., 
Palmolive Co., Hudson-Essex Co., Union Special Machine Factory. 
Chicago Pneumatic Tools Co., International Combustion Engineering 
Corporation, Kardex Rand Corporation, Pfaudler Co., Sharpless Sepa
rator Co., Ford Motor Co., General Motors Corporation, Chrysler Co., 
and Willys-Overland Co. 
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AUSTRIA 

Tbe only American firm reported as having a branch factory in Austria 
is the Worthington Pump Co. The branch factory is the Worthington 
Pump Co., Vienna, Austria. 

Dll'M.ARK 

The Ford :Motor Co. and the General Motors International are reported 
as having branch factories in Denmark, but no information as to the 
name or location of the branch is· given. 

CZECHOSLOVAKIA 

The Vacuum Oil Co., of Kolin, Czechoslovakia, is the branch factory 
of an American concern. Lavine Co., Philadelphia, Pa., also has a 
branch factory in Czechoslovakia, but no information is available as to 
its name or location. 

NEW ZEALAND 

The General Motors Corporation is reported as having a branch fac· 
tory . in New Zealand. 

BELGIUM 

The following American firms are reported as having branch factories 
in Belgium. All the available information is listed below concerning 
these firms: 

Gregg Co. (Ltd.), Hackensack, N. J. (location not reported) ; General 
Motors, Ford Motor Co., Chrysler Sales Corporation, Bell Telephone 
Manufacturin.~r Co. (location not reported) ; American Radiator Co. 
(branch factory is National Radiator Co.; location not reported). 

II' RANCE 

American company Branch factory abroad 

International Harvester Co., Chi· Compagnie Internationale des Ma-
cago, Ill. chines Agricoles, France. 

13i sel Carpet Sweeper Co., Grand Etablissements Bi sel, Paris, 
Rapids, Mich. 

Tbe .Norton Co., Worcester, Mass. 

American Radiator Co. 

A. C. Spark Plug Co., Flint, Mich. 

Boston Blacking Co. 

B. F. Goodrich Co., Akron, Ohio. 

Pyrene Manufacturing Co., New
ark, N. J. 

Worthington Pump & Machinery 
Corporation, New York. 

Hobart Manufacturing Co., Troy, 
N.Y. 

Hoffman Pressing Machine Corpo-
ration, Syracuse, N. Y. 

S. F. Bowser & Co., Fort Wayne, Ind. 
Otis Elevator Co., New York. 
E. W. Bliss & Co., Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Aeolian Co., New York. 
Lobdell Emery Mfg. Co., Alma, 

Mich. 
Singer Sewing Machine Co. 
Kodak Co. 

S. C. Brill & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Crane Co. 
De Vilbris Mfg. Co., Toledo, Ohio. 
Brun wick-Balke-Collender Co., Chi-

cago, Ill. 
O'Cedar Corporation. 
New Home Sewing Machine Co., 

Orange, 1\fass. 
A. Schrader's Son (Inc.). 

France. 
Compagnie des Meules Norton, 

Paris, France. 
Compagnie Nationale des Radiate

rus, France. 
Societe des Bougies A. C. Titan, 

Levallois-Perret, Seine, France. 
Boston Blacking Co. (France), 

Montmagny, Seine, and Oise, 
France. 

Societe Francaise B. F. Goodrich 
Colombes, Seine, France. 

Etabli sements Phillips & Pain, 
Paris, France. 

Societe Francaise des Pompes & 
Machines, Worthington, Paris, 
France. 

Compagnie Internationale Hobart 
Ivry Port, Seine, France. 

Hoffman Press i n g Corporation, 
Paris, France. 

S. F. Bowser & Co., Paris, France. 
Ateliere Otis Pifro, Paris, France. 
E. W. Bliss Co., Paris, France. 
The Aeolian Co., Paris, France. 
Compagnie Franco Americaine des 

Jantes en Bois, Paris, France. 
La Compagnie Singer, Paris, France. 
Societe Anonyme Francaise, Kodak-

Pathe, France. 
Brill & Co., Paris, France. 
Compagnie Crane, France. 
S. A. de Vilbris, l!"'rance. 
La Compagnie Brunswick Francaise, 

France. 
Etablissements O'Cedar. 
Etablissements A. Rogalie, 'France. 

A. Schrader' Son (Inc.), of 
France, Paris, France. 

North-East Electric Co., Rochester, Societe Anonyme Francaise North-
N. Y. East, Paris, France. · 
In addition to the above, the following American concerns are also 

reported as having branch factories in France, but no further informa
tion regarding the location or name is available: 

Ford l\fotor Co., Detroit, Mich. ; Ingersoll-Rand, New York; Chicago 
Pneumatic Tool Co., New York; _RichaJ'dson & Boynton, New York; 
Delco, Dayton, Ohio. (Branch factory located - at Cannes, li,rance.) 
Syracuse Washing Machine Corporation, Syracuse, N. Y. ; Laundryetl.e 
:M:f{l' •. Co., Cleveland, Ohio.. (Plant for assembling at Paris.) 

EGYPT 

1.'be follt.-wing .American companies have· branch factorh~s in Egypt: 
Vacuum Oil Co., New York (branch factories at Cairo and Alexandria, 

Egypt) ; Ford Motor Expot·t Co. (Inc.), Delaware (branch factory af 

Alexandria) ; and General Motors Corporation, New York (General 
Motors Near East Societe Anonyme, Alexandria, Egypt). 

Turkey, Finland, Latvia, Rumania, and Switzerland are reported as 
having no American branch factories established there. 

There is no list available of American branch factories in England. 

XETHERLAXDS 

The following American firms have branch factories in tbe Nether
lands: 

The Quaker Oats Co., New York (branch factory at Rotterdam), and 
Corn Products Refining Co., New York (branch factory at Sasvan-Cent). 

SOUTH AFRICA 

ThP. General Motors . has a branch factory at Port Elizabeth, South 
Africa ; tbe Ford Motor Co. a branch factory at Port Elizabeth, South 
Africa. 

CHIXA 

The only American firm reported as having a branch factory in China 
is Messrs. A.nd~rson, Meyer & Co. 

JAPAN 

The following firms are branches (in Japan) of American concerns: 
Ford Motor Co. of Japan (Ltd.), Yokohama, Japan; A. P. Munning 

& Co. (Ltd.), Kobe, Japan; General Motors of Japan (Ltd.), Osaka, 
Japan; Ttnscon Steel Co. of Japan (Ltd.), Kawasaki, Japan; Victor 
Talking Machine Co. of Japan (Ltd.), Yokohama, Japan; Japan Quartz 
Lamp Co. (Ltd.), Tokyo, Japan; Shibaura Engineering Co., Tokyo, 
Japan; Nippon Electric Co., Tokyo, Japan; Tokyo Electric Co., Kawasaki, 
Japan; and Cine Kodak Service of Japan (Ltd.), Osaka, Japan. 

JAVA 

The following American firm and its branch factory (located in Java) 
has been reported to this offi.ce: 

A met·ican company Branch factor'!} abroad 

General Motors Export Corpora- General Motors Corporation, ~a· 
tion, New York City. tavia, Java. 

STRAITS SETTLEMEJ:-.TS 

The Firestone Tire & Rubber Co. is reported as having a branch 
factory in Singapore, Straits Settlements. 

PHILIPPINE ISLA:O.l>S 

American company Branch factory abroad 

Franklin Baker Co., Hoboken, N. J. Franklin Baker Co. of the Philip
pines, 1\IanUa, P. I. 

Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Buffa!o, Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Manila, 
N.Y. P. I. 

Powis-Brown, New York City. 

Feltman Bros. & Bermel (Inc.), 
Ne\; York City. 

Marshall Field & Co., Chicago, Ill. 
Manila Lingerie Corporation, New 

York. 
Bard'17ill Bros., New York. 
A. S. Iserson, New York. 
Mallouk & Bros., New York. 
Salamy & Baloutine, New York. 
Shalom & Co., New York. 

Powis-Brown Corporation, Manila, 
P. I. 

Feltman Bros. & Hermel (Inc.), 
Manila, P. I. 

Marshall Field & Co., Manila, P. I. 
Manila Lingerie Corporation, Ma-

nila, P. I. 
Bardwill Bros., Manila, P. I. 
A. S. I erson, Manila, ;':I. 
Mallouk & Eros., Manila, P. I. 
Salamy & Baloutine, Manila, P. I. 
Shalom & Co., Manila, P. I. 

CHILE 

American company 

E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. 
(Inc.), Wilmington, Del. 

Ford Motor Co., Detroit, Mich. 
United States Steel Products Cor

poration. 
Colgate's. 

Bt·anch factory abroad. 

Cia. Sud Americano de ExplosiYes, 
Rio Loa, Chile. 

Ford Motor Co., Santiago, Chile. 
Cia. de Maestrenzas y Galvaniza

cion, Santiago, Chile. 
Mondion & Co., Santiago, Chile. 

Colombia and Venezuela are reported as having no branch factories 
of American companies. 

AUSTRALIA 

American company 

Dearborn Chemical Co. 

National Ammonia Co. of Ametica, 
St. Louis, Mo. 

Anderson Barngrover Manufactur
ing Co., San Francisco, Calif. 

Branch of an American company 
Inanufacturing paper bags. No 
further information available. 

General Electric Co'., Schenectady, 
. N.Y. 

Warren Bros. Co., Boston, Mass. 

Bowser & Co., S. F., Fort Wayne, 
Ind. 

Branch factory abroad 

Dearborn Chemical ·co., Sydney, 
Australia. 

Ammonia Co. of Australia, Sydney, 
Australia. · 

Austral Otis Andebar Cannery 
Equipment Pty. (Ltd.), South 
Melbourne, Vic toria, Austi·alia. 

Bates (A'sia) (Ltd.), Sydney, Aus
tralia. 

Australian General Electric Co. 
(Ltd.), Sydney, Australia . 

·Australian Roads (Ltd .). Sydney, 
.\.ustralia. 

Bow·er & Co. (Inc.), S. F .. Water
loo, New South Wales, Australia. 
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American company 

Cudahy Packing· Co., Chicago, IlL · 

Di ston, llenry, & Sons (Inc.), 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Ford Motor Co., Detroit, ~licb. · 

General Motors Corporation, De
troit, 11llch. 

Goodyear Tire & Rubbet• Co., 
Akron, Ohio. 

Jantzen Knitting Mil1s, Portland, 
Oreg. 

Johnson & Co., S. C., Racine, 
W'is. 

Kellogg Co., Battle Creek, Mich. 

Kraft Cheese Co., Chicago, Ill. 

Life Savers (Inc.), Port Chester, 
N.Y. 

Palmolive Co., Chkago, Ill. 

Parke, Davis & Co., Detroit, Mich. 

Pepsodent Co., Chic~go, ill. 

Spalding & Bros., A. G., New York 
City, N. Y. 

F. Stearns & Co., Detroit, Mich. 

Stromberg CarIs on Telephone 
Manufacturing Co., Rochester, 
N.Y. 

Studebaker Corporation, South 
Bend. Ind. 

United States Light & Heat Cor
poration, Niagara !falls, N. Y. 

Vesta Battery Corporation, Chi
cago, Ill. 

Western Electric Co. (Graybar 
Electric Co.), New York City, 
N.Y. 

Wrigley, Wm., & Co., jr., Chi· 
cago, Ill. 

Ch.'lmberlain Medicine Co., Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

Bristol Myers Co., New York City, 
N.Y .. 

W. T. Ilanson Co., Schenectady, 
N.Y. 

Branch factory abroad 
Cudahy & Co. (Ltd.), Glebe, Syd

ney, Australia. 
Disston, Henry, & Sons (Inc.), 

New South Wales, Australia. 
Ford Motor Co. of Australia, Pty. 

(Ltd.), New South Wales (San
down), Australia. 

General Motors (Aust.), Pty. 
(IJtd.), Carrington R<>ad, Sydney, 

New South Wales, Australia. 
Goodyear Tyre & Rubber Co. 

(Aust.) (Ltd.), Sydney, Aus· 
tralia. 

Jantzen Knitting Mills, Sydney, 
New South Wales, Australia. 

S. C. Johnson & Son, Sydney, New 
South Wales, Australia. -

Kellogg (Aust.), Pty. (Ltd.), 
Sydney, Australia. 

Kraft Walker Cheese . Co., South 
·Melbourne, Victoria, Australia. 

Life Savers Australasia (Ltd.), 
Sydney, Australia. 

The Palmolive Co. (Australasia) 
(Ltd.), Sydney, New South 
Wales, Australia. 

Parke, Davis & Co., Sydney, Aus· 
tralia. 

Pepsodent Co. (Australia ) (Ltd.), 
Sydney, New South Wales, Aus· 
tralia. 

A. G. Spalding & Bros. (A'sia). 
Pty. (Ltd.), Sydney, Australia. 

F. Stearns & Co., Sydney, New 
South Wales, Australia. 

Stromberg Carlson (A'sia), (Ltd.), 
Sydney, New South Wales, Aul
tralia. 

Studebaker Corporation of Aus
tralasia (Ltd.), Rush cutters Bay, 
Sydney, Australia. 

United States Light & Heat Cor· 
poration (Aust.) (Ltd.), Sydner, 
Australia (New South Wales). 

Vesta Battery Co. (Australia) 
(Ltd.). 

Standai'd Telephones & Cables 
(A'sia) (Ltd.), Sydney, New 
South Wales, Australia. 

Wrigley's (Australasia) (Ltd.), 
Sydney, New South Wales, Aus· 
tralia. 

Chamberlains (Ltd.), Sydney, A us· 
tralia. 

Bl'i tol Myers Co., Sydney, New 
South Wales, Australia. 

Dr. Williams Medicine Co., Sydney, 
Australia. 

Our offices in India have reported there are no branch factories in 
that territory at present. 

111EXI~O 

America.t~ company 

E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. 

Simmons Co., New York. 

International Match Corporation. 

Continental Mexican Rubber Co., 
New York. 

Crown Cork & Seal Co., Baltimore, 
Md. . 

Ford Motor Co., Detroit, Mich. 

Armand Co., Des Moines, Iowa. 

Larkin Co., Buffalo, N. Y. 

Colgate & Co., New York City. 
The Palmolive Co. 

U. S. A. Corporation, Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

Branch factory abroad 

Cia. Mexicana de Explosivos, S. A., 
Mexico, D. F., Mexico. 

Branch factory at Monterrey, 
Mexico. 

Cia. Mexicana de Cerillos y Fos
fores, Mexico, D. F., Mexico. 

Continental Mexican Rubber Co., 
ToiTeon, Me:tico. 

Crown Cork .:;. Seal Co. of Mexico, 
S. A., Mexico, D. F., Mexico. 

Ford Motor Co., S. A., Mexico City, 
Mexico. 

Armand de Mexico, S. A., Mexico 
City, Mexico. 

Cia. Commercial " Herdez," Mexico 
City, Mexico. 

Colgate & Co., Mexico City, Mexico. 
The Palmolive, S. A., Mexico City; 

Mexico. 
Branch office in Mexico City, 

Mexico. 

American company Brat~ch faotor-y abroad 

Hard ·&· Rarrd. ' Hard & na-nd, Cordoba, Mexico. 
A1·buckle Bros. · Arbuckle Bros.; eordoba, Mexico. 
British-American Tobacco Co. Cia. Mannfacturera de Cigurros, 

Mexico, D. F., Mexico. 
Wm. R. Warner & Co., New York. Cia. Medicinal "La Campana," S. 

A., Mexico City, Mexico. 
Mennen & Co. No information as to location of 

branch . 
The folloV~ing companies are branch factories of American concerns 

in Mexico. No further information concerning them is given : 
International Sash & Door Co., Nuevo Laredo, Mexico; American 

Distributing Co., S. A. Mexico City, Mexico; and Reute1·-Barry de Mex- · 
ico, S. A. Mexico City, Mexico. 

PORTO RICO 

The Enegletaria Medicine Co., of New York, has a branch factory in 
Porto Rico (the Enegletaria). 

PERU 

The Sydney Ross Co., of New Jersey, has a branch factory at Are
quipa, Peru. 

URUGUAY 

Tue Ford Motor Co., of Detroit, Mich., is repotted ns having a bra ncb 
factory in Uruguay. 

ARGE:-iTINA 

American oompanv 

.Portland Cement Co. 

Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill. _ 

Armour & Co., Chicago, IlL 

Wilson & Co., Chicago, Ill. 

Ford Motor Co., Detroit, Mich. 

Braucl~ (actot·y abt·oaa 
Cia, Arg. de Cemento Portland, 

Buenos Aires, Argentina. 
Frigorifico Swift, Buenos Aires, Ar

gentina. 
Frigorifico Armour, Buenos Aire3; 

Argentina. 
Frigorifico Wilson, Buenos Aires, 

Argentina. 
Ford Motor Co., Buenos Aires, Ar• 

gentina. 
General Motors Corporation, De

troit, Mich. 
General Motors, Buenos Aires, Ar

gentina. 
~cott & Bowne _ (Inc.). 

Victor Talking MacWne Co. 

Walk-Over Shoe Co. 

Sydney Ross & Co. 

N ewa.rk Shoe Co. 

Standard Oil Co. 

National Lead Co. 

Scott & Bowne (Inc.) of Argen
tina, Buenos Aires, Argentina. 

Victor Talking Machine Co., Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. 

Walk-Over Shoe Co., Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. 

Cia. Arg. Sydney Ross (Inc.), Bue
nos Aires, Argentina. 

Newark Shoe, Buenos Aires, Argen
tina. 

Cia. Nacional de Petroleos. Buenos 
Aires, Argentina. 

National Lead Co., Buenos Aires, 
Argentina. 

BRAZIL 

The following American companies have been reported as havin~ 
branch factories In Br,azil : 

Wilson & Co. (Inc.) (Cia. Wilson) ; General Motor Corporation (Gen
eral Motors of Brazil) ·; Ford Motor Co. (Ford Motor Co. Exportg 
(Inc.)) ; Sparks Milling Co. (Sparks Milling . Co. of Brazil) ; Arm eo 
International Corporation; Swift Co. (Cia. Swift) ; Armour Co. (Ar· 
mour of Brazil, Corp.) ; Continental Products Co. ; Brun wick-Balke· 
Collender Co. (Cia. Brun wick do Brazil) ; General Electric Co.; Uni
versal Pictures (Univer al Pictmes do Brazil) ; Columbia Phonograph 
Co. ; Auto-Strop Safety Razor Co. ; Dennison Manufacturing Co. ; Koly
nos Co. ; S. S. White Dental Manufacturing Co. ; Middletown Car Co. ; 
Scott & Bowne; Parke, Davis & Co.; Sydney Ross Co. ; and Otis Ele· 
vator Co. 

It has been charged time and again that a tariff bill · with 
rate so high that they t·eally give protE'ction tends to destroy 
our foreign market. That charg·e is disproven by figures com~ 
piled by the Department of Commerce, and I herewith in ert 
a compilation of imports and exports by the Department of 
Commerce during the time that the Fordney-McCumber tariff 
law wa · in effect from 1922 to 1929: 

ImtJ01'tS 

i~~~============================================ $~:~~~:888:888 
1~~~===================.::.::.=.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::.::. ~·. ~1~·. ~~~·. ~~~ 1926 ____________________________________________ 4,431,000,000 

~~~i============================================ i:~8~:88g:ggg E(J)p01-ts 
1022---------------------------------------~---- 3,832,000,000 19::!3 ____ . __ • _________________ ._____________________ 4, 167, 000, 000 

1024-~--------------------------------~--------- 4,591, 000,000 



1930 CONGRESSIONA_L _RECORD-_ H~OUSE 10831. 
1~~~~~~~~~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::=.::::::::=.: $~: ~1~·. ~~~·. ~~g% 

t8~~===================~================:======= g;~!~:888:888 _ From the foregoing it will be seen that both imports and ex-
port sh0wed a corre ponding increase from year to year. In 
1927 it i e timuted that our total production iu this country 
was $80.000 000,000, of which $62,718,000,000 was in the form of 
manufactured goods, while the gross value of our agricultural 
products was $17,153,000,000. It will thu be seen that our ex
ports represent a small percentage of the total value of our 
production and _that the home market consumes by far the great
est part of that which we produce. It therefore becomes in
creasingly evident that it is necessary for us to protect the 
American market that it may be preserved to American pro
ducers. So long as competing countries maintain low wage 
scales, long hours of toil, and poor living conditions, it will be 
necessary for the American people to maintain the protective
tariff system. We must bear in mind that we are living under 
the bet conditions of any people in the world and our civiliza
tion is the highest. Until other countries have reached our 
level it will be necessary for us to maintain the protective-tariff 
system, or, abandoning that, we must reconcile ourselves to 
descending to the levels that are to be found in foreign and 
competing lands. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to add to the volumes 
that have been spoken and written about the new tariff act of 
1930 just a few words and some convincing figures. 

In comparison to the great quantity of stuff that has been 
spoken and written about this tariff act I think that probably 
fewer actual facts have lodged in the minds of hearers and 
readers than in connection with any other incident in history. 

I am going to cut out the oratory and argument and try to get 
down to a few brief facts and discuss this tariff act chiefly a.s 
to its benefit to the State of Colorado. 

To begin with it should be emphasized that two-thirds of the 
imports into the United Stutes are on the free list. So the 
tariff applie only to about one-third of the imports that come 
into this country. 

Of approximately 3,300 items in the tariff list, only about 890 
receive an increased rate, 235 are decrease~ and 2,175 items 
remain the same as they were. 

Of the total value of all imports into the United States, the 
increases in the tariff act will apply to only 2272 per cent. So 
that 7772 per cent of the total values of imports remain the 
same or are reduced. 

Collections for customs under the 1922 tariff act for 1928 
was $522,649,383. If the rates in this new act bad been ap
plied on arne imports, the collections -would have been 
$630,456,280. -

The inereases in the new act are divided 6S per cent on agri
cultural products and 32 per-cent on industrial items. So in 
money value of duties collected on 1928 imports the increase 
would have been $72,181,314 on agricultural products and 
$36,402,057 on industrial items. 

Clearly agriculture has the best of it under this tariff act. 
No tariff ever written has treated the products of the farm, the 
stock range, and the dairy so favorably. 

COLORADO AN AGRICULTURAL STATID 

Colorado is chiefly an agricultural State. Many people do not 
know that. Our own people are just beginning to realize and 
appreciate this fact. 

Agricultural production for Colorado for 1928, from her 
farms, gardens, and stock ranges, including sugar, amounted to 
about $180,000,000. 

Mineral production, including gold, coal, and oil, was about 
$58,855,000. 

Many, perhaps most, of the items of agriculture in that 
$180,000,000 yearly production will receive an increased benefit 
by this tariff act of 1930. 

Look over thi table furnished me by the Tariff Commission 
which will show you what the tariff on many products of 
Colorado farms was under the Democratic tariff act of 1913, 
was under the 1922 tariff act, is now under the tariff act of 
1930, and the increases made by this new law. 

Oompariso-n ot tariff rates 

Underwood Act, Fordney-Mc- Hawley-Smoot Increase 
Commodity 1913, Demo- Cumber Act, 1922, Act, 1930, over 

era tic Republican Republican 1922 
Jaw 

Wheat.----------- Free __ ---------- 30 cents per 
bushel. 

42 cents per 
bushel. 

$0.12 

Corn ________ ------ _____ do ___________ 15 cents per 25 cents per .10 
bushel. busheL 

Oats __ ------------ 6 cents per __ --_do _____ ------ 16 cents per .01 
bushel. bushel. 

Comparison of tariff rates-Continued 

Ccmmodity 
I Underwood Act, Fordney-Mc- Hawley-Smoot 

1913, Demo- C'umber Act, 1922, Act, 1930, 
cratic Republiean Republican 

Barley ____________ 15 cents per 
bushel. 

Rye_______________ Free_-----------

.Alfalfa seed_ ,_ __________ do __________ _ 

Sweet clover seed ______ do __________ _ 

Red clover seed ________ do __________ _ 

Cattle weighing --.--do _________ _ 
less than 700 
pounds. 

Cattle weighing _____ do_---------
more than 700 
pounds. 

Beef and veaL _________ do __________ _ 
Swine_----------- _____ do _____ ------Pork ___________________ do __________ _ 

Bacon, ham, and _____ do __________ _ 
wowd&s. . Lard ___________________ do __________ _ 

Lard substitutes _ _I _____ do _____ . __ . ___ _ 
Sheep __ _____ ___________ do __________ _ 
Mutton ___ --------··-- __ do __________ _ 

Wool, scoured __________ do ... - --~----

Pow try, live._____ 1 cent per poun<L 
Powtry, dressed ___ __ __ do ___ ___ : ___ _ 

20 cents per 
bushel. 

15 cents per 
bushel. 

4 cents per 
pound. 

2 cents per 
pound. 

4 cents per 
pound. 

1~ cents nnder 
1,050 pounds. 

20 cents per 
bushel. 

15 cents per 
busheL 

8 cents per 
pound. 

4centsper 
pound. 

8 cents per 
pound. 

2~ . cents per 
pound. 

2cents per pound 3 cents per pound 
over 1,050 
pounds . 

3 cents per pound 
~cent per pound 
~cent per pound 

2 cents per pound 

1 cent per pound_ 
4eents per pound 
$2 per head _____ _ 
27i cents per 

pound. 
31 cents per 

poun,d. · 
3 cents per pound 
6 cents per pound 

6 cents per pound 
2 cents per pound 
231) cents per 

pound. 
3~ cents per 

pound. 
3 cents per pound 
5 cents per pound 
$3 per head _____ _ 
5 cents per pound 

34 cents per 
pound. 

8 cents per pound 
10 cents per 

pound. 
Turkeys_ .. ------- 2cents per pound _____ do ________________ do __________ _ 
Eggs, fresh ________ Free ____________ 8 cents per dozen 11 cents per 

dozen. 
Eggs, dr!e<L_______ 10 cents per 18 cents per 18 cents per 

pound. pound. pound. 
Butter. ____ _______ 2~ cents per 8centsperpound 14 cents per 

pound. pound. 
Oleo and butter 20 per cent_ __________ do---------- _____ do----------

substitutes. 
Cream _____ -- ----- Free __ .---------
Milk __________________ do __________ _ 

Cheese and sub- _____ do __________ _ 
stitutes. 

Honey------------ 10 cents per gaJ. 
Jon. 

Potatoes .. -------- Fr.ee ___ -------- _ 

Beans, dried ______ 25. cents per 
bushel. 

Onions __ __________ 20 cents ~er 

bushel. 

20 cents per gal
lon. 

27i<lt'nts per gal
lon. 

5 cents per 
pound. 

3 cents pel 
pound. 

50 cents per 100 
pounds. 

1~ cents per 
pound. . 

1 cent per pound_ 

Peas, dried ________ Ifree. _ --------- ____ do---------

BrocmccriL ____________ do___________ Free. __ ---------

56.6 cents per 
gallon. 

6~ cents per gal
lon. 

7 cents per 
pound. 

3 cents per 
pound. 

75 cents per 100 
pounds. 

3 cents per 
pound. 

27i cents per 
pound. 

1~ cents per 
pound. 

$20 per ton _____ _ 

Increase 
over 
1922 
law 

$0.04 

.02 

.04 

.01 

.01 

.03 

.OlM 

.01~ 

.01~ 

.02 

.01 
1.00 
.02~ 

.03 

.05 

.04 

.04 

.03 

.06~ 

.06 

.366 

.04 

.02 

.25 

.01~ 

.01~ 

.00~ 

20.00 

The average increase of import duties in the 1930 act as compared with tlio 1922 
act on the above-named farm products is 97 per cent. 

Under the .flexible provisions of the 1922 act, President Coolidge, by proclamation, 
increased the duty on wheat from 30 to 42 cents per bushel; butter and butter sub
stitutes from 8 to 12 cents per pound; cream from 20 to 30 cents per gallon. Flax 
was increased from 40 to 56 cents per bushcl by President Hoover in May, 1929. 

LIVESTOCK 

One of the most important industries in Colorado is livestock. 
The value of our dairy cattle is estimated at $18,788,000, and 
of beef cattle $54,014,000. 

The total United States imports of cattle during a recent yea1· 
amounted to $20,000,000 in value. These cattle come chiefly 
from Canada. The duty on cattle in this new law carries an 
increase of about 60 per cent over the rates in effect at present 
under the 1922 act. Lightweight cattle come in at a lower rate 
than heavier cattle. This new law reduces the upper limit of 
the lightweight cattle group from 1,050 pounds to 700 pound , 
thus, under the new law, making all cattle weighing from 700 
pounds to 1,050 pounds dutiable at a higher rate. Therefore, 
in effect, the new law virtually doubles the duty on cattle. 

The rates on cattle have been raised as follows: Cattle weigh
ing less than 700 pounds, from llh cents up to 2lh cents. Cattle 
weighing 700 pounds and more, from 2 cents per pound up to 3 
cents per pound. 

The tariff on beef and veal, however, is more important ancl 
that rate bas been raised from 3 cents to 6 cents per pound-a 
100 per cent increase. 

And bides have been given a protection for the first time since 
1909-the rate being 10 per cent of their value. 

SHEEP 

Sheep raising is an important enterprise in a number of 
counties in Colorad~specially in the San Luis Valley and in 
the lower Arkansas Valley. Many snug little fortunes have 
been made by sheepmen. And nobody anywhere appreciates 
the value of a tariff more than does an owner of a sheep ranch, 
for on no thing is the taiiff so definitely and quickly 'reflected 
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as is a tariff on sheep and wool. Really, the tariff on sheep is 
not so very important as we import only a few, but the tariff 
on wool and mutton does have a quick and beneficial effect on 
the price of a sheep. It is estimated that we have in Colorado 
about 2,780,000 sheep and lambs valued at $29,615,000. The 
tariff on sheep has been raised from $2 per head to $3 per head, 
and the tariff on mutton has been raised from 2~~ cents to 5 
cents per pound. 

WOOL 

It is estimated that we produce in Colorado about $3,0PO.OOO 
worth of wool in a year. 

In wool, however, we find large -imports, amounting to 
$42,000,000 in 1929. The new law carries a rate of duty of 34 
cents per pound on clean wool, which represents an increase of 
3 cents per pound over the present rate. In wool we find the 
pre ent duty practically fully effective in that the United States 
price of wool is higher than the London price for the same grade 
of wool by the amount of duty. 

1.'his tariff on sheep, mutton, and wool is certainly .worth 
millions of dollars to the growers of-Colorado. I -recall travel
ing through the San Luis Valley about J.920, when there was 
no tariff on wool and mutton. Growers could not ~ell their 
wool for 12 cents a pound, and many ewes sold at $3 ·or less 
per head. The sheepmen were all broke. But with the passage 
of the 1922 tariff the industry became prosperous. I know on 
account of general conditions it is none too good just now; 
but picture if you can what it would be now if all the enormous 
crop of wool grown in New Zealand and Australia could come 
in free of duty. And even now, try to buy a bunch of ewes 
at $3 per head, if you can. 

DAIRY PRODUCTS 

The dairy industry is growing to be one of our most im
portant. The annual stock show in Denver brings out some 
of the finest dairy stock in the country. Dairy cattle in the 
State in 1929 were estimated to have a value of $18,788,000. 
Milk and milk products from our Colorado farms and dail~ies 
·n 1928 had a value of $21,470,000. 

We import a great deal more milk and cheese than we ex
port. So that a tariff on these items is directly beneficial to 
our farmers. On dairy products the new tariff act has been 
very liberal. 

Tariff on milk has been raised from 2¥2 cents per gallon 
under the act of 1922 to 31A, cents per gallon by President's 
proclamation, and now to 6% cents per gallon in this new law. 
Tariff on cheese was 5 cents under the old law, has been raised 
to 7 cents per pound, but not less than 40 per cent of its value. 
Butter was 8 cents per pound, then raised by presidential order 
to 12 .cents, and now under this act it goes up to 14 ·cents · per 
pound. 

SUGAR 

Colorado produces more beet sugar than any other State in 
the Union. The value of the sugar beets raised by the farmer 
is about $16,758,000. This crop simply could not be raised 
without a tariff on sugar. The tariff has been 1.76 cents per 
pound on Cuban raw sugar and this act boosts the rate to 2 
cents per pound on Cuban sugar. 

This increase is the equivalent of 70 cents on the average 
refined sugar content realized from a ton of beets. The average 
price of sugar is relatively low at this time under the present 
tariff. With the increase provided the price to the consumer 
would not be relatively higher, and the increase in the tariff 
will stabilize the sugar production in this country and also 
avoid the necessity of depending upon the foreign producer for 
our supply, which we would have to do if the sugar industry in 
our country is not amply protected: 

BEANS AND PEAS 

Beans and peas are becoming one of our big crops; many 
are raised on dry lands. You might be surprised to know that 
one of the largest shippers of beans and peas in the United 
State· is located at the city of Tlinidad, Colo., which city is 
chiefly noted for its coal-mining operations. 

Colorado produced last year 803,000 bushels of field peas. 
Yalued at $1,518,000, and 1,390,000 bushels of dried beans valued 
nt $4,726,000. 

The new tariff act raises the duty on dried peas from 1 cent 
per pound to 1% cents per pound. And on dried beans the rate 
i raised from 1% cents to 3 cents per pound. This little item 
will certainly help a lot of people, many of whom are in dry
farming sections. 

O~IONS 

The production of onions on a large scale is rather a new 
thing in Colorado, but ·ome sections - have been going allead . 
rapidly. Otero County probably produces more than any .other 
county in the State, and when the price is good it is a profitable 

crop. The production of onicns for Colorado for 1928 is given 
at 1,147,000 bushels, valued at $1,629,000. 

The trouble with the onion market has been heavy imports 
from foreign lands. ·In 1928 the imports were valued at 
$2,660,875. 

The tariff on onions was 1 cent per pound under the 19~ act. 
By presidential proclamation it wa ra;sed to 1% cents in Janu
ary, 1929, and this new act brings the duty up to 2% cents per 
pound. If our American growers do not overdo a good thing, 
they should get a better price in the future. 

POTATOES 

Colorado's potato crop is quoted at about .13,420,000 bu~hels, 
valued at abou~ $6,039,000. , 
. Much of this crop is raised i.p the San Luis Valley. The 
value, of. co~rse, depends upon the current price, and that varies 
greatly with the question of under or over production in this 
counqy. Our imports and exports of potatoes run about equal 
in value, a little in exce~s of $3,000,000 annually. The tariff 
on this item is not always fully effective, e pecially when · we 
produce much more than we can corisume. The rate nuder the 
1922 act was 50 cents per 100 pounds. It has been raised undel.· 
the new act to J5 cents per hundred pounds, which is a 50 per 
cent increase. , It will help stabilize the price and discourage 
imports from Canada. 

BROOMCOR:Y 

This is a little-heard-of crop in any country, but is becoming 
important in some sections of Colorado. Probably more is 
raised in Baca 'County, Colo., than in any other county in the 
West. It is a profitable crop and an excellent quality is pro: 
duced in some western dry-farming sections without irrigation. 

In 1929 Colorado produced 9,100 tons, estimated value, $1,019,-
000. The production in 1930 will probably be greater and it will 
be greatly increased in future years. I think there has never 
been a tariff on broomcom-certainly not in the acts of 1913 and 
1922-but this new act now gives a duty of $20 per ton. This 
item will he a great encouragement to the growers of Baca 
County and eastern Colorado. 

POU.M'RY 

Poultry is a big product on most farms and many a. house
wife gets her spending money by raising chickens, turkeys, and 
eggs for the market. In addition to that source, many are 
going into the poultry business on a bigger scale and are making 
it pay. Colorado is especially well adapted for poultry raising. 
The tariff has a decided effect upon the price of poultry and 
eggs, and, strange to say, our heavy imports come from China. 

In 1928 the income . in Colorado for poultry (chickens) was 
estimated at $4,253,000; for eggs, $6,952,000. Turkeys large
but not given. 

This new tariff act has treated those who sell poultry, eggs, 
and so forth, very well indeed. :Quty on poultry alive has been 
raised from 3 cents per pound to 8 cents per pound ; dressed, 
from 6 cents to 10 cents per pound. Turkeys, from 6 cents to 
10 cents per pound. Eggs, fresh, have been raised from 8 cents 
to 11 cents per dozen. 

IN CO!iCLUSION 

Much buncombe has been and will be spoken and written· about 
the tariff. Nothing new will probably be said about this act 
that was not said about the act of 1922 and previous tariff laws. 

Millions of dollars have been spent by interested parties in 
spreading publicity and propaganda to discourage the passage 
of this bill and to make it unpopular in the country. Chief 
among these is the minority party which would profit by mak
ing any legislation passed by this Congress unpopular in the 
country at and near election time. 

The Cuban sugar interests have spent hundreds of thousands 
of dollars for propaganda to make a higher tariff on sugar un
popular. Big business men in the automobile and other· line 
who are establishing factories in fo:reign lands to profit by low 
wages and escape taxation do not want a tatiff on their im
ports. 

Big merchants and importers who like to buy low in foreign 
lands of cheap wages and sell high to the American trade have 
contributed to the propaganda. International banker who 
know no country and have their investments spread out over 
the world oppose the theory of protection. 

The opposition to the tariff has been systemitized, highly 
financed, and efficiently managed by high-powered executives, 
clever publicity men, and scheming politicians. · 

In the big cities the agricultural rates are attacked. People 
are told that the raise in tariff on sugar will limit the working
man to fewer spoonfuls for his coffee and rob the children of 
their stick candy; that the tariff on cream, butter, clleese, 
mutton, beef, and a dozen other products of the fa.tm will 
make living inordinately high for the workingmen in factory 
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towns. In these sections the propagandists complain that the 
new tariff is not high enough on the things they make but too 
high on the things we grow in the West. 

In the agricultural sections of the country this well-planned 
propaganda takes the form of attacks on the industrial rates. 
Efforts have been and will be made to show the farmer that 
the things he buys wi.IJ. cost more ; that the price on harness 
and shoes, neckties and furniture, shaving mugs and wrist 
watches will go up. Most of the stuff you hear about increased 
cost of living under a new tariff measure is largely exagger
ated, and many complaints will be heard about the price of 
things which are on the free li t and on which no duty is paid. 

However, the object of a protective tariff is to preserve the 
American market for the American producer. If the fac
tories of the great industrial centers can be kept open and 
can afford to pay living wages of American standards to their 
employees who consume largely the products of the farm, I 
presume we of the agricultural producing sections can afford, 
if necessary, to pay a little more for a little of the stuff we 
wear or use. 

It is interesting to note that a great many items which the 
farmer is interested in are on the free list entirely unaffected 
by the tariff. 

This free list includes all agricultural implements and ma
chinery, including cream separators up to a certain value, trac
tors, milk cans, all materials used chiefly for fertilizer, fuel 
oil and gasoline, harness and saddlery up to a certain value, 
binding twine, and numerous other items. 

And finally the flexible provision of the act of 1922 is retained 
and improved so that the President on recommendation of the 
Tariff Commission can raise or lower the duty on any item 50 per 
cent at any time. This is a safeguard and offers opportunity for 
correcting any inequality or meeting any emergency that may 
arise. Under this same provision agriculture has benefited some
times in the past-notably when the duties were raised by 
presidential proclamation on wheat, onions, milk, cheese, butter, 
frozen eggs, and so forth. 

DETAILED INFORMATION ABOUT COLORADO AGRICULTURAL CROPS 

As a matter of information some may like to know more 
about what Colorado produces in various agricultural lines. So 
I !tm inserting here three interesting tables: 

Table 1 shows the acreage production and value in 1928 of 
Colorado farm crops. It will be noted from this table that in 
addition to the expected production of staple grains, such as 
wheat, ~orn, barley, rye, and oats, there is a production of 
specialty crops. The reason for - this is that there has been 
developed in Colorado the practice of growing more and more 
of its farm crops under irrigation. 

I have already pointed out that Colorado is the leading State 
in t!te production of beet sugar, the value of the annual produc
tion of sugar being about $41,000,000. 

TABLE 1.-{}olorado crops: AareageJ production, ana 'VaLue) 1928 

Kind of crop 

Winter wheat ____________________ _ 
Spring wheaL-----------------~- __ 
All wheat __ ----------------------
Corn~-----------------------------
Oats for grain •------------------
Barley for grain'-----------------
Rye for grain •---------------------Emmer _________ --------- ___ ----- __ 
Grain sorghums •------------------Sweet sorghums __________________ _ 
Broomcorn.. ___________ ----------- __ 
Field peas •------------------------Dry beans ________________________ _ 
Potatoes ________ ------------- ____ _ 
Sugar beets ______________ .•.• ·- __ _ 
Cabbage (commercial) _________ ·- ·-
Onions (dry) ______________ -·-----
Cauliflower __ ·- ____ ·-·-·--- _ ·-----
Tomatoes for manufacture ________ _ 
Cantaloupes and honeydew melons 
Cucumbers for pickles ____________ _ 
Cucumbers for seed_ ______________ _ 

Peas for canning and market _____ ·-
Lettuce (commercial) ___________ _ 
Celery ____ ·- ·-·-·-·----- ---------
Millet seed a_ --------------- .• ·- __ 

Acreage 

923,000 
416,000 

1,339,000 
1,438,000 

193,000 
547,000 
74,000 
16,000 

256,000 
94,000 
36,000 
'13,000 

309,000 
110,000 
179,000 

3,100 
3, 700 
1, 700 
1,000 
9,COO 
2,300 
1,800 
9,500 
9,800 

900 
34,000 

Production 

11,076,000 bushels _____ _ 
7,488,000 bushels ______ _ 
18,564,000 bushels _____ _ 
18,694,000 bushels ____ _ 
5,983,000 bushels _____ _ 
13,128,000 bushels _____ _ 
814,000 bushels _______ _ 
432,000 bushels.-------
2,560,000 bushels _____ _ 
282,000 tons __ ---------6,100 tons ____________ _ 
803,000 bushels_-------
1,390,000 bushels ______ _ 
13,~,000 bushels _____ _ 
2,312,000 tons _____ ----
44,600 tons ____ ·-·-----
1,147,000 bushels . ___ .• 
510,000 crates ____ -----
11,800 tons ___ ---------I.liO.OOO crates _______ _ 
202,000 bushels _______ _ 

1,127,000 crates _______ _ 
270,000 crates ________ _ 
340,000 bushels _______ _ 

Value 

$9,525,000 
6, 290,000 

15,815,000 
12,712,000 

2, 692,000 
7, 089,000 

570,000 
238,000 

1,536, 000 
'i36,000 
518,000 

1, 518,000 
4, 726,000 
6,039,000 

16, 254, ()()() 
580,000 

1,629, 000 
1, 148, ()()() 

130,000 
1,100,000 
' 14.5, 000 

126,000 
713,000 

1,206,000 
702,000 
360,000 

1 This item includes the entire acreage of corn, whether harvested for mature corn, 
cut for silage or dry forage, or bogged off. 

tIn addition to the acreage harvested for grain, it is estimated that approximately 
921000 acres of oats was cut green for hay, this additional acreage appearing in the hay 
taole. 

a In addition to the rye and barley acreage harvested for grain, there Is some acreagt; 
of barley and about 33,000 acres of rye cut gn!en for bay or used for pasturage. 

'Acreages of grain sorghums and field peas include the crop actually saved for grain 
and such acreage as is cut green and fed as forage, the grain value being about the same 
in either case. 

• This ~eage of millet saved for seed is in addition to the area harvested for hay 
as shown m the bay table. 

TABLE 1.-Colorado crops: Acreage) pr oduct ion) and value) 1928-Contd. 

Kind of crop Acreage Productions 

Alfalfa seed e _____ ·----------------- 2, 000 6,000 bushels_---------
Other garden and seed crops_______ 6, 455 __ ·- --- - -- ------------ __ 
Tame hay, all varieties _______ ·- ·- 1, 207,000 2,497,000 tons _______ ·-

'f.pilp~~:::::::::::::::~:~: :_- ·.-. :_--_-_ ----~~~·-ooo __ .. 338,000 tons ____ -------3,021>,000 bushels ______ _ 
Peaches ____ -------------·--------- ------------ 600.000 bushels_-------Pears __________________________ ·--- __ ·--------- 185,000 bushels _______ _ 

~~Ei~:~~~::::::::::::::: :::::::::::: -~~~~~:::::::::::::: 
Sugar-beet tops; __ ---------------- 1'79, 000 ------------------------
~e for pasture____________________ 33,000 ------------------------

arm gardens-.-------------------- 13,000 ------------------------

TotaL_______________________ 6, 376,855 ------------------------

Value 

$70,' 000 
803,000 

29,215, 000 
3, 481, 000 
1, 963,000 

720,000 
194,000 
180, 000 
40,000 

625,000 
895,000 
165,000 
650,000 

117, 283, 000 

8 The acreage of alfalfa cut for seed is included in the alfalfa-hay acreage and is not . 
carried into the totals on this page. 

' This acreage is identical with the acreage shown for sugar beets and is not carried 
into the totals on this page. 

Colorado, because of its extensive grazing lands, early devel
oped to an important cattle and sheep country. In addition, 
there has been established an important dairy enterprise. Table 
2 shows the estimated number and value of livestock in the 
State of Colorado as of January 1, 1929: 
TABLE 2.-Li,.;estock in Colorado: Estimated 11umbcrs and vaZtte, JanU<J.rY 

1) 1929 

, 

Horses and colts..:. ____________ -------- ____ -----------------
Mules and mule colts--------------------------------------
Dairy cattle ______________________ ----------------_----- ___ _ 
Beef cattle ___ --------------------·-------------------------
Sheep and lambs _______ -------- ________ ----_--------------_ 
Swine. ____________ ---_------------------------------------Goats. _____ ___________ . __________ . ___________________ ------ __ 
Poultry--ehickens _____________________ -------- ___________ _ 
Bees (hives)_----- _____ --------- _______________ -------------

Number Value 

308,000 
32,000 

244,000 
1,026, 000 
2, 780,000 

550,000 
17,825 

4, 502,000 
56,819 

$14,554,000 
1, 850,000 

18,788,000 
54,014,000 
29,615,000 
6, 630, ()()() 

72, ()()() 
3, 376,000 

233,000 

Total_----------------------------------------------- ------------ 129, 132, 000 

The preceding tables show the value of the farm production 
of crops and livestock in Colorado. Table 3, which follows, is 
~n estimate of the gro s income received from farm production 
in 1928. This estimate is taken from the official figures of the , 
United States Department of Agriculture and should be studied 
with the knowledge that certain crops, such as corn, whlch 
have a large farm value yield relatively a small income to 
the farmer from sale as corn. The main part of the income, 
however, is derived from the sale of livestock to which the corn 
has been fed. Thus in the table following, which gives the 
gross income, the income derived from corn applies to corn 
sold as such. The remainder of the corn produced by the farmer 
bas been included in the various livestock and livestock products 
listed. 
TABLE 3.-Estimated gt·oss incotn~ (rom (arm productiOt~ in Colol'ado 

by commodltiesJ 1928 
CllOPS 

Oorn ----------------------------------------------- $3,983,000. 
VVheat---------------------------------------------- 12,684,00~ -
0ats----------------------------------------------- 770,000 
Barley :..------------------------------------------- 2, 505. 000 
Rye------------------------------------------------ 330,000 
Potatoes-------------------------------------------- 4,103,000 
Truck crops----------------------------------------- 8, 882, 000 
Hay and sweet sorghum forage________________________ 6, 439, 000 
Alfalfa seed----------------------------------------- 24, 000 
Clover seed (sweet and Japanese)--------------------- 111, 000 

~~~~es~e:~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::::: r:t~:888 
Peaches-------------------------------------------- 69&000 
Pears--------------------------------------------- 188,000 
Grapes--------------------------------------------- 16,000 
Strawberries---------------------------------------- 63, 000 
Other berrieS---------------------------------------- 66, 000 
Other fruit------------------------------------------ 279,000 
Farm gardens--------------------------------------- 1,822,000 

~g::;[Ypr~d~~~;=~~~~~~~~~~~=~~::::::~:::::::::::::::: 3~g: 888 
Greenhouse productS--------------------------------- 1,062, 000 

~~~:; ~:~~~========================================= 
16

'~~~:888 -----
Tot~ crops----------------------------------- 66,411,000 

LIVESTOCK AND LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS 

Cattle and calves------------------------------------
r~~~--and-lam-bs~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:::::::::::::::: 
Poultry (chickens)---------------------------------
~§8 (chickensJ------------------------------------
\\1 c!l a~gd m~b~f~_d_u_c!~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::=: 

30,663,000 
11,616,000 

9. 411.000 
4, 253,000 
6,952,000 

21,470,000 
2, 914, 000 
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~f:r~~o~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~==~~~~::::::~~=~::::~~:::::~:: $~~~:888 
~ules ---------------------------------------------- 289, 000 -----

TotaL animal products--------~---------------- 88,685,000 

Total, crops and animal products---------------- 155, 096, 000 

1\ir. REID of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the American watch 
manufacturer was seriously handicapped because of the in
adequacy of the tariff act of 1922, and the unfair and un
eth ic-al practices of unscrupulous importers. 

For anyone to realize what the American manufacturer of 
watches has been confronted with during the past few years, 
he must know the tory of the nefariou methods and practices 
of the ring of those un crupulou importers, who have stoope 
to the lowe t and meanest of crime in order to. line their 
pockets with gold. 

American business prides itself on the high plane upon 
which it is conducted; honesty and integrity mean something 
to the American manufacturer. But to the dishonest and 
crooked band of watch importers the term " good business 
practices " is only a joke. 

The race between American-made and foreign-made watches 
in the United States is unfair from the very start. The Ameri
can manufacturer with a tremendous investment in real estate, 
plant, and equipment; with an army of highly killed and highly 
paid artisans and a reputation for honesty and integrity of many 
years standing must ell his product in competition with the 
product handled by tile unscrupulous importer of Swiss watches, 
a product wholly inferior to the American-made product; pro
duced by cheap labor, at a niggardly wage, hardly enough to 
furni~h the bare nece ities of life, even according to the 
European standard; a large proportion, estimated at one-third 
of the total imports, smuggled into the United States, thus e.s;cap
ing the payment of the whole duties, or so fal ely undervalued 
as to avoid the payment of tile tax required by law, the Swiss 
'vatcbes are landed in New York at a cost that would not even 
begin to represent the real value of any watch honestly made, 
honestly imported, and honestly sold. 

Then, by blatant advertising, using radio broadcasting, exten
sive advertising in magazines, newspapers, billboards, and every 
other conceivable agency, the campaign for extermination is on. 

Full page adverti ements in the leading national magazines 
playing up American heroes, American landmarks, such as the 
National Capitol at Washin!rton, the Statue of Liberty, and so 
on, linked with these cheap watches, are a part of the scheme 
to deceive the American public into thinking that they are 
purchasing an American-made product. 

This costly and persistent b.allyhoo continues day after day, 
week after week, and month after month, until the un uspecting 
American people come to believe that such product has great 
merit. 

The millions of dollars spent on extensive merchandising and 
advertising campaigns could only have been obtained by uncon
scionable profits. 

Not only is the quality of the product misrepresented but its 
origin is attempted to be concealed, a meaningless guaranty is 
glibly quoted, imd high-sounding trade names are applied to the 
watches sold by a firm which bas no long-established factory, 
nor a name of which it can be proud. 

To beguile and mislead the retailer is the next step, and th~ 
mean. resorted to to accomplish this end are almost unbeliev
able. 

The tales of enormous profits which can be made and great 
nation-wide advertising campaign are pictured. The good 
American-made watches, honestly made by workers who are 
paid a high wage, honestly merchandised and honestly priced, 
are slandered in the most malicious way, and fanciful stories 
are poured into the ears of greedy retailers to tell to innocent 
purchasers. Such ridiculous stories .are told as that one of the 
American factories is located on the banks of a river and the 
fog comes up and ru ~ts the plates, therefore this American 
watch should not be recommended; that the American watch 
ha no escapement and the hands only turn one way; that the 
pinions are ground in salt; that the watches will not keep time 
and are troublemakers. 

Notwithstanding all the foregoing, the American watch-buying 
public still asks for American-quality watches, and so the 
gent)e art of " switching " ~s used as a last resort. The cus
tomer is gently and gradually "switched" to an alien watch 
bearing a fanciful adopted name, and in many instances, believ
ing the local retail jeweler to be the last word in honesty and 
integrity, ylelds. 

CRIMINAL PLOT BY WATCH IMPORTERS UNCOVERED 

, There was disclosed during the consideration by Congress of 
the 1930 tariff act, and particularly during the consideration 

of paragraphs .367 and 368, known as the watch and clock 
paragraphs, indisputable evidence of ·a gigantic watch-importer's 
ring and of an evil conspiracy by a gang of watch-smuggling 
criminals by whose wholesale operations the United States 
Government has been and is being defrauded of immense sums 
of money in import duties, and millions of smuggled, spurious, 
inferior foreign watches are being foisted on the American 
buying public. · 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL JEWELE:RS I~ DANGER OF CRIMINAL PROSECUTION 

Many helpless whole ale and retail jewelers throughout the 
United States are in danger of criminal prosecution for un
wittingly having smuggled watches in their po se ion; and 
the whole American watch industry bas been and now is im
periled by nefarious secret practices of unscrupulous importers 
in evading the provisions of the tariff act and in causing the 
American market to be flooded with cheap, inferior Swiss 
watches sold through unfair and questionable trade practices 
with the design to destroy or seriously injure the watch and 
clock industry in the United States. 

There has been disclosed a wholesale systematic evasion of 
the . tariff laws through importing knocked-down watches as 
parts; false marking; leaving a small part out of a movement 
to avoid duty on complete mechanism; gross undervaluations ; 
and stripping movements until they could not be identified as 
a clock or watch. 
NATIONAL BETTER BUSINESS BUREAU FINDS BULOVA'S ADVERTISING FALSE 

As a part of nation-wide selling campaigns to force the sale of 
foreign-made watches, unscrupulous importers have resorted 
to false and misleading statements over the radio. Tho e of 
the Bulova Watch Co. were so grossly and flagrantly violative 
of fair and ethical trade practices and business principles that 
the matter came to the attention of the National Better Busi
ness Bureau (Inc.), of New York City, affiliated with 48 local 
bureaus from coast to coast, which reported that the Bulova 
Observatory investigation shows that Bulova Watch Co . . uses 
·western Union time in. broadcasting Bulova time announce
ments, and Bulova watches are not " cased and timed " in an 
observatory, the report being as follows: 

BULOVA OBSERVATORY ATOP FIFTH AJENUE SKYSCRAPE·R DlllS?RffiED e 

The national advertising of the Bulova Watch Co. was recently 
ca'lled to the attention of the National Better Business Bureau. The 
claims questioned involved : 

(1) The use of the term "Bulova Observatory." 
(2) The illustration used in connectio.n with the term " Bulova 

Observatory." 
(3) The statement-" Cased and Timed at the Bulova ObserVatory." 
(4) The description of the "Lone Eagle" watch as 14 K. White 

Gold Filled. 
(5) The statement: "'Listen In' Nightly for Bulova Radio Time 

Announcements." 

Bulova ''Observatory" sheet-metal booth, 5 by 8 by 6 teet ! inches 

Through the courtesy of the Bulova Watch Co., bureau rep
resentatives were permitted access to their observatory. It was 
found that the observatory consists of a slleet-metal booth atop 
580 Fifth Avenue, New York, the dimensions being about 5 
feet wide, 8 feet long, and about 6 feet 2 inches high. Inside 
the booth was a tTansit anchored to a concrete pier. A section 
of the roof of the booth could be raised to permit cele tial 
observat:ons. The bureau representatives were informed that 
the Bulova astronomer carried a chronometer up to the booth 
from the Bulova offices and workshop on the eleventh floor of 
the building when astronomical readings were taken. 

PICTURES IN BULOVA ADS ]')USLEAD AND DECEIVJ!l 

The head_ of the agency handling this copy frankly acknowl
edged that the observatory was created for the purpose of" dram
atizing the client's Fifth Avenue address." We feel that read
ers of this advertising have a right to believe that the tower 
shown in the illustration is the Bulova Observatory-and that it 
is equipped as an observatory. Actually, the highe t part of 
the tower houses a water tank, the sheet metal booth being atop 
the roof shown below and to the left of the tower in the adver
tisement reproduced in this bulletin. As previously noted, the 
observatory consists of a small sheet metal booth equipped witJ:l 
a transit. Ships use the same method of taking time readings, 
although they use two or more permanently fixed chronometers 
for the purpose, but one would not describe the bridge of a ship 
as an "observatory." While the showing of the skyscraper is 
quite effective for dramatizing the manufacturer's location on 
Fifth A venue, it can not be said that it readily permits of an 
accurate understanding of the physical appearance and structure 
of the housing for the Bulova Co.'s transit. 
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BULOVA'S ADS U TRU&-WATCHES NOT" CASED AND TIMED" IN OBSERVATORY 

The advertisement states that the watches are " cased and 
timed at the Bulova Observatory." The company occupies the 
eleventh and part of the twelfth tloors of the building. The 
watches are " cased and timed " on the eleventh tloor. The 
agency executive handling this copy explained that his client's 
lease with the owners of the building permitted them to desig
nate the building as the ,,. Bulova Observatory." He also men
tioned that the building is known by two other names. The 
impression given the public that the watches are cased and 
timed in an observatory is not in accordance with the facts. 

BULOVA "LONE EAGLE" WATCH NOT 14-KARAT WHITE GOLD FILLED 

A circular recently sent to Bulova dealers, advertising Bulova 
watches as graduation gifts, referred to their "Lone Eagle" 
model as 14-karat white gold filled. Several watches were 
shopped by the bureau and found to be represented as 14-karat 
white gold filled by retailers. Assays made of the cases for 
the bureau showed that the cases were not 14-karat gold filled, 
in accordance with the trade practice conference rules of the 
watchmaking industry. An executive of the Bulova Co. ac
knowledged this fact, but pointed out that the " Lone Eagle" 
model is now stamped "Bulova Quality." When attention was 
called to the misdescription of the " Lone Eagle " model in this 
circular, the firm acknowledged the error and asserted that it 
was unintentional. 
BULOVA RADIO PROGRAMS FALSE-TIME BROADCAST ONLY WESTERN UNION 

TIME 

By using the statement " Listen in nightly for Bulova radio 
time announcements " in advertisements showing the Bulova Ob
servatory, the Bulova Watch Co. gives readers the impression 
that they are broadcasting time signals determined by Bulova 
at their observatory. According to the executives of the com
pany and of the agency handling the account, the time signals 
broadcast by the Bulova Co. are based upon the time given by 
Western Union clocks in the variotis broadcasting stations from 
which the announcements are made. 

PUBLISHERS, RADIO STATIONS, AND JEWELERS ASK NATIONAL BETTER 
BUSINESS BUREAU TO INVESTIGATE BULOVA ADVERTISING 

The report is made to publishers, broadcasting stations, and 
the jewelry industry because of requests from these sources to 
the bureau for a report of the bureau's investigation of Bulova 
advertising. 

RADIO CO"!\IMISSION'S LICJD:SSES PROHmiT BROADCASTING FALSE AND 
MISLEADNG STATEMENTS 

The authority and control over all commercial radio broad
casting stations is vested by law in the Federal Radio Commis
sion, which renews the licenses of the aforesaid stations every 
three months, each of such licenses issued by the commission 
containing a clause prohibiting the station from broadcasting or 
disseminating, or permitting to be broadcast or disseminated 
from it, false and misleading statements; and if the Radio 
Commission has not taken steps to prevent the dissemination of 
false and misleading statements such as used by the Bulova 
'Vatch Co. over the radio it should do so at once. 

WATCH AND CLOCK PARAGRAPHS OF TARIFF ACT 

The watch and clock paragraphs of the 1930 tariff act have 
been the subject of more concern and more discussion than any 
other paragraphs in the entire tariff bill. This was not entirely 
on account of the technical nature of the subject and the great 
number of involved schedules, but was the direct result of 
attacks inspired by per ons with sinister motives, insinuating 
that the American watch manufacturers were rich and power
ful and that their activities for a change in the tariff law were 
actuated by avarice rather than by dire necessity. 

TARIFF PROTECTION IMPORTANT TO ELGIN WATCH CO. 

The people of the city of Elgin, in my congressional district, 
became thoroughly aroused over the fate of House paragraphs 
367 and 368 of the tariff bill when, on November 13, 1929, the 
Senate agreed to the Barkley amendment striking out the in
tended relief. These paragraphs were designed to protect the 
Elgin National Watch Co. and other American watch companies 
from the onslaught of inferior, foreign-made watches, which 
threatened to put the Elgin Co. out of the watch business just 
as this same foreign competition had put it out of the clock 
business. 
. The Elgin National Watch Co. bad already laid off more than 
1,100 employees, and put the balance on a 5-day week, with the 
prospects of a further lay off, causing a pay roll reduction of 
$600,000 a year. 

Elgin is a modern city of over 35,000 population, built up by 
and entirely dependent on the watch industry. Unless relief 
was afforded by the pending tariff bill a serious situation would 
I'esult. 

WATCH TARIFF IMPORTANT TO ILLINOIS 

I was appealed to, as were others, to help. The matter was 
exceedingly important not only to my congressional district, but 
to the entire State of Illinois, because the Elgin National Watch 
Co. and the Illinois Watch Co . . of Springfield, Ill., produce 6~ 
per cent of the Amel'ican-made jeweled watches, and one of the 
largest clock factories in the world is in La Salle County, Ill., 
a short distance from my home city. 

The Elgin National Watch Co. pays its employees an extremely 
high wage rate, and 85 per cent of them own their own homes. 

The city of Elgin is an up-to-date 1\Iid West city, and, of 
course, it is highly desirable that it be kept so. 

ADEQUATE TARIEE "NECESSARY TO EQUALIZE COST OF PRODUCTION 

It was said that if a tariff were given to the American watch 
industry which would equalize the domestic cost of production 
with the cost of an imported watch, the American industry 
would immediately make a bid to recapture the market which 
it had lost under the 1922 tariff act. It was said that the Elgin 
National Watch Co. alone had machinery and ample facilities 
for 5,000 people instead of the 3,410 it was then employing. 
which capacity would be utilized if given an opportunity. 

This same thing, I understand, holds true as to the Waltham, 
Hamilton, and illinois Watch Cos. 

Therefore I began immediately, notwithstanding my primary 
election cainpaign was imminent, a thorough study of the situ
ation to ascertain whether there was a real need in the watch 
industry for a revision of the tariff laws. My investigation 
showed the American watch industry is in a critical condition 
through no fault of its own and that partial relief could be 
afforded by the amendment of the clock and watch paragraphs 
of the tariff bill, so I got on the job and never stopped until 
the tariff bill had finally passed both Houses. 

I appealed to many Members of the House and many Sena
tors to see that this industry was given a square deal. The 
response was so generous that I now deem it my duty to inform 
them of the true state of affairs so they will know that the 
merit of the cause fully justified their confidenre in me. 

ALL AMERICAN WATCH AND CLOCK MANUFACTURERS INCLUDED HEREIN 

Before proceeding further I desire to state that I refer more 
frequently in my remarks to the Elgin National Watch Co., 
because I have pe1· onal knowledge thereof, as it is located in 
my home county. 

The fundamental facts stated about the Elgin Watch Co. hold 
true as to the \Valtbam Watch Co, the Hamilton Watch Co., 
and the illinois Watch Co., the other high-class reliable manu
facturers of high-grade watches in the United States ; and the 
same things said about the watch industry apply in general to 
the clock-manufacturing industry. 

WATCH IND STRY ASSET TO NATION l:S PEACE AND WAR 

The American watch-manufacturing industry is an important 
asset to this country both in peace and war, in peace time 
employing thousands of skilled mechanics at high wages, while 
hundreds of thousands have related employment; the products 
are of higher quality and of greater value than like prortucts 
anywhere else in the world; millions of dollars are spent in 
advertising and merchandising ; other millions of dollar~: are 
invested in raw material; still other millions of dollars are 
invested in plants and equipment; and other millions of dollars 
are invested in real estate. 

WALTHAM WATCH CO. 

The Waltham Watch Co. went into World War work on a 
large scale and produced 375,000 time fuzes for hand grenade , 
and also furnished timepieces and chronometers for the military 
and naval services, its most signal contribution to the war 
service being the furnishing of skilled toolmakers, die makers, 
and mechanics to the ammunition plants. 

HAMILTON A-~D ILLINOIS WATCH COS. 

The Illinois and Hamilton Watch Cos. during the World 
War furnished fine jigs, tools, and dies to the arms and ammuni
tion companies ; specialized in making aerial camera sbutter-eon
trol devices for u e in airplanes, and also furnished tachometerS", 
fine tools, timepieces, and chronometers to the War and Navy 
Departments. 

ELGIN NATIONAL WATCH CO. 

The Elgin N'ational Watch Co. during the World War fur· 
nished many products to the Government for the use of the 
military and naval services, namely, timers or stop watches for 
the Ordnance Department, torpedo-boat watches for the Navy 
for use as clu·onometers, ship watches for the Shipping Board, 
wrist watches for the Army Signal Corps, comparison watches 
for the United States Navy, chronometric tachometers for the 
United States Army, altimeters for the United States Army, 
oxygen gas masks, which were developed and perfected just as 
the war ended, and turnbuckles for airplalles. 
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ALARMING DECREASE IN THE WATCH INDUSTRY IN THE UNITED STATES 

SINCE 1923 

The American watch industry from 1923 to 1928 suffered an 
alarming decrease of business, while imports during the same 
period increased 85 per cent. There were originally-65 watch 
companies in this country. To-day there are but three left. 
· The clock manufacturers showed an income on invested capi
tal of a number of the most uccessful representative companies 
of less than 6 per cent in 1928. This was considerably less in 
1929, as there was not a company in the clock business which 
made this amount of profit in that year. 

The watchcase manufacturers made less than 3 per cent re
turn on their invested capital in 1928 ; in fact, less than 4 per 
cent for the last five years of the act, and they were, and still 
ar~. confronted by competition which seems incredible from the 
price standpoint of base-metal cases. 

Under the 1922 tariff, Elgin, the largest manufacturer, was 
obliged to lay off 1,100 workers out of 4,500, and put the balance 
on a 5-day week. Waltham had to reduce its force by 2,800 em· 
plorees. 

Foreign-made watches of inferior grade have been coming in 
to such an alarming extent that in 1928 :imports were 218 per 
cent of domestic production-not including millions of smuggled 
watches which I will mention later. • " . . .. 
. The export of Ameticnn-made watches decreased from $2,-

273,045 in 1919 to $1,238,049 in 1928, over a million dollars 
decrease. 

In 1929 the foreign-made movements imported were 5,146,029 
and the domestic production was only 1,816,019, or nearly three 
al)d one-half millions more imported than produced in this 
country. 

Great numbers of clocks without the escapement were im
ported as parts, which fact probably accounts in great measure 
for the increase from $13,000 per year to $467,000 per year in 
the importation of parts. ·. 

In addition to this, the .fact that from 1923 to 1929 the do
mestic inventories have increased approximately $7,000.000 did 
not make the future in the industry look any brighter. 

MARKETING PRlllCARIOUS 

. A large and increasing inventory in the watch business is very 
serious because six months after a watch is built it has to be 
taken down and cleaned at .a great expense before it is safe to 
put it on the m~rket. 
IMPORTS INCREASED FilOM 2,000,~ TO 6,000,000 NOTWITHSTANDI:NG TARIF.l!' 

RATES IN THE 1922 ACT 

The argument ·bas been _made that higher duties woul~ pre
vent importation and thereby -deprive foreigners of making 
money with which to purchase exports from the United States,_, 
- In 192"2 this . same argument was .adV-anced .because '.Europe 
was so poor after the war, but the imp·orts at what were theu 
called exorbitant rates have increased from 2,000,000 movements 
in 192..1 to 5,000,000 in 1929, plus $1,000,000 of parts, which 
means at the very least 1,000,000 more movements. 
• TREND OF AMERICAN WATCH INDUSTRY WAS DOWN 

That the trend of the · American watch industry was not up~ 
'ward can be seen from the tabulation issued by the bankers for 
the principal importer opposed to the present reques'ts for re- ' 
vision of rates on watches, and which is found in the record of 
the committee hearings. • 

It discloses more vividly than anything else that there is great 
danger that the watch business of the United States will suc
cumb to and be taken over by foreign manufacturers. 

Compare Bulova, importers increased profits of 312 per cent 
with the Elgin and Waltham decrease. 

Company 1926 1928 
l'ercentage of increase 

or decrease in 3-year 
period 

Bulova {importer)--------~ --- ----- $291,066 $1,201,004 Increase 312 per cent. 
Elgin____________ __________________ 2, 314, 746 1, 846,067 Decrease 20.2 per cent. 
Waltham _______ _______ _____ ~ ------ 1, 291, 104 888,873 Decrease 31.1 per cent. ' 

BULOVA's EARNINGS iNCREASIO n2' PER CENT WHILE ELGIN's DECREASE 

To get a fair picture of the situation, compare the Elgin 
National Watch Co., producing more than half of all the jeweled 
watches made in the United States, 'vith the Bulova Watch Co., 
the largest importer of jeweled watches. 

While the Bulova Watch Co. was increasing its net earnings 
·312 per cent in three years, the earnings of the Elgin National 
.W&tch Co.; in spite of all it could do, . decreased. . -
; · The Bulova ·Watch Oo;; incorporated in 1923, had an original 
capital of $200,000 and in '1928. it made a net profit: of $1;200,000. 

This tremendous profit could have been made only through the 
use of very cheap labor in the manufacture of Swiss watches 
and the laxity of the American tariff Jaw, together with enor
mous sales to the American watch-buying public at an uncon
scionable profit. 

CAREFUL UANAGEMFJ~T RETARDS DECLINE 

By the development of previously unheard . of automatic 
machinery, by the most efficient factory management, and by 
avoiding excessive salaries and large overhead, by adverti 'ing, 
intensive sales efforts, consistent and absolute fidelity to the 
watch-making bu iness as a science rather than as a · basis for 
exploitation of the public either by producing an inferior 
product, or by stock promotion of any kind, the American 
manufacturer was able to stay in business. 

Such excellent business management should call for com
mendation rather than censure, and this example should be held 
up to the American business world as one worthy of emulation 
instead of being u ed as an excuse by some to refuse adequate 
tariff pro_tection. 

CAUSES OF REDUCED PRODUCTIO!'< OF THE AMERICAN WATCH INDUSTRY. 

The critical condition of the American watcb-manufactming 
industry was caused by- _ 

First. The inadequacy of the 1922 tariff act both as to rates 
and regulations. 

Second. Extensive smuggling of Swiss watches into the United 
States. · 

ThiJ.·d. Unfair merchandising of Swiss watches by unscrupu
Jous importers. 

TARIFF. LAW EVADED BY. UNSCRUPULOUS IMPORTERS 

The 1922 ·tariff law has been continuously -evaded by the im
porters, who have adopted many subterfuges to avoid the pay
ment of the duties levied by law. ' Scores have been ·indicted for 
smuggling, bribery, and conspirac~. and attempted evasions 
running info millions of dollars have been discovered by customs 
officials who have seized thousands of watches for undervalua
tions, and so forth. 
· These things have resulted in unfair competition to the Ameri
can watch manufacturer, who has been deprived of millions of 
sales because the buying public has been misled into the belief 
that jewels and alleged adjustments in a foreign watch brin~ it 
up to a standard of excellence of the American watch as known 
to the buying public. These evasions have also resulted in the 
Government being deprive<.! of millions of dollars in duties .. 

It is obvious that the act of 1922 was intended to cover all 
watches in commercial use at that time, and that it of necessity 
failed to cover approximately 80 per cent · of the present com
mercial sizes, types, and grades. 
- .Here · i-s a- list of evasi()ns of the intent of the act of 1922 by 
·unscrupulous importers : 

Gross undenaluations_of parts difficult to apprl;lis.e. 
Avoidance of the .speCific duties in paragraph 368 by kno~king 

down movements and reasse·mbling· them in the United States 
under classification of watch parts; . . . ; 

Importing movemen.ts with some small unimportant part left 
out tQ get the lower duty on parts. 

Marking movements or parts fal~ely. 
Failure to mark properly .movements or parts. 
Ent~ring goods ,under paragraph 367 instead of paragraph 368, 

and vice versa, to evade proper duties. 
Stripping movements until they can not be identified as clock 

or watch. 
Dials were the subject of fraudulent importation by attaching 

expensive dials to cheap movements and paying a low specific 
duty thereon. 

HONEST IMPORTERS SUPPORT POSITION OF AMERICAN INDUSTRY 

To show that the complaint of the American watch-manufac
turing industry is sincere and well-founded, I desire to call to 
your attention excerpts from the statement of Mr. George J. 
Gruen, a manufacturer of watches, both in Switzerland and 
America, a man whose business and personal integrity is beyon-d 
question, representing the Gruen Watchmakers' Guild, and other 
importers, before the Senate Finance Committee, starting on 
page 716, Schedule 3 : .. 

I am a member of the Gruen Watchmakers' Guild, that was formed in 
1874 by my father, and we maintain manufacturing plants on both sides 
of the Atlantic. 

. At page 717 : 
I will state at this time that the position of :Mr. Strawn [referring to 

Mr', Taylor Strawn, vice president ·of the Elgin National Watch Co., und 
who testified for the American watch industry], and the domestic manu
facturera relative to adjustment is correct, in that there is a lot of 
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cheap trash in this country marked 4, 5, and 6 adjustments, that only 
costs a dollar. That.is a lie on the face of it. They are not adjusted. 
They never were and they never could be at that price, because adjust
ing is an expensive process. The importers of the better class of mer
chandise, as well as the domestic companies, have always maintained 
that adjustments meant something, and tried to sell it to the public on 
that theory. 

So far as making any agreement. that we would have a monopoly be
tween ourselves is concerned, believe me, each one will fight for his 
bu ·iness as hard as he ever did b~ore. But there were troubles in the 
industry that I think "\Ye can help-smuggling, undervaluation, and othPr 
things that we want to take up in the future. 

But, with regard to the ad valorem rate, they had it in previous 
bills, and it pro>ed that it was not an effective measure, not as effective 
as specific rates were, due to undervaluations. Those importers that 
would abide by it 100 per cent were penalized, and also the domestic 
manufacturer. 

At page 722: 
Those were not correctly stated. For example, they quoted a 7-jewel 

watch as having adjustment rates, and charging an adjustment rate. 
'rhere has never been a 7-jewel watch made that bas been adjusted, 
and I defy the man to swear that he ever produced a 1-jewel adjustea 
watch. They were marked that way, but they never were made that 
way, because they can not be made that way. 

At page 724: 
Mr. GRUEN. • • You can make a 7-jewel watch cost you $50 

by making or attempting to make a number_ of fine adjustments, but 
that is not a commercial article. It is said that they import move
ments at a dollar having four adjustments. The markings on them are 
a lie, because it never could be so adjusted for a dollar. 

Senator REED. If that is true of a 7-jewel watch, it is all the more 
true of a 6-jewel watCh. 
• Mr. GnUE~I. Absolutely. Anything under 6 jewels, or practically any 

watch under 15 jewels. 

· ~t page 726 : 
All of these watches, with the exception of the last one, namely 879, 

which is a 17-jewel watch, obviously are fraudulently marked. "ad
justed," as at these prices it can not. be done. No. 879, on account of 
the low cost in Switzerland, may possibly be adjusted, and for that 
reason the ink figure shows the four adjustments; but this duty rate 
of $7.56 would be a very small part of the difference in cost of produc
tion of that watch abroad and in this country. 

The honest importer , led by Mr. George J. Gruen, deserve high 
commendation for their efforts to place the importation of watches 
on a high plane and to drive out of business those unscrupulous 
importers whose vicious practices will eventually not only ruin 
the · American watch manufacturers but will ruin the entire 
trade as well. 
CO\"EBNMENT APPRAISERS BRIBED---$1,000,000 WORTH OF WATCHES SMUGGLED 

, United States District Attorney Charles H. Tuttle, of New 
York City, recently revealed that two Government appraisers 
had accepted bribes of $8,000 to smuggle more than a million 
dollars' worth of watch part.~ into this C<?untry _within . the last 
year. · 
GOVERNM.IINT CHEAT.IID OF $359,00o--WATCHJ:S SOLD BY SMUGGLERS FOR 

LESS THAN DUTY 

Mr. Tuttle stated that by paying bribes of $8,000 the smug
glers saved $359,000 in duties due the Government, which en
abled them to sell the merchandise at prices against which 
legitimate merchants could not compete, and in some cases, 1\Ir. 
Tuttle said, the smugglers sold the watches for less than the 
t:egular duty on them. 

"WATCH-SMUGGLING RACKET" EXTENSIVE AND PERSISTENT 

The " watch-smuggling racket " is one of the most extensive 
and persistent with which the customs officials have to contend. 

IMPORTERS PLEAD GUILTY TO BRffiiNG AND SMUGGLING 

The public pre~s reports that three importers, Joseph Perle
man, Paul Rabkin, and Solomon Rubman, who did busine~ 
under their own names and also under the firm name of Fed
eral Mail Order Co., pleaded guilty to bribing Government ap
praisers ; and three other importers-Joseph Feinstein, Max 
Epstein, and Richard Biechuns--,.pleaded guilty of smuggling in 
$1,154,000 worth of watch parts concealed in boxes declared as 
containing chocolates and crockery dishes. 

PRESS REPORTS BRIBERY BY IMPORTERS 

The New York World, in its issue of April 25, 1930, carried 
the following article : 

CUSTOMS MJ:N TOOK $8,000 BRffiE TO PASS ~~TCHES WOR~ MILLION 

Two Government appraisers accepted bribes of $8,000 to help smuggle 
more than $1,000,000 worth of watch parts into this country within 
the last year, United States Attorney Tuttle renaled last night, 
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CUSTOMS OFFICIALS CONFESS TO PLOT-'l'HRI!E OJ.I'FICLA.L INVESTIGATIONS 

BEGUN 

The Federal employees, arrested yesterday on information supplietl 
to Assistant United States Attorney Sylvester, have confessed to their 
share of the plot, according to 'l\Ir . Tuttle.- They are Samuel Stansfield 
and William F. Gilroy, dish experts at the appraisers' stores. Three 
official investigations are under way to determine whether other aml 
higher Government officials are involved. 

The men were detained at the customhouse last night and will be 
arraigned before a United States commissioner to-day. It is expected 
they will be immediately suspended from duty. 

GOVER~MENT SEIZES WATCHES LABELED A.S "DISHES" 

Last September Federal agents seized at the pier a shipment of 10 
cases labeled "dishes" which actually contained parts of Swiss watches, 
ou which heavy duties are levied. The merchandise was consigned to 
the Superfine Watch Co. 

IMPORTERS PLEAD GUIIIrY 

Joseph Y. Perleman, Paul Rabkin, and Solomon Rubman, who did 
business under that name and as the Federal Mail Order Co., were 
arrested and pleaded guilty. They will be sentenced Monday. 

CUSTOMS EMPLOYEES CONNIVE WITH SMUGGLERS 

Their activities, which had very wide ramifications, were investigated 
by Special Treasury Agent O'Keefe, in charge of smuggling; Mr. Sylves
ter; and the grand jury. The authorities learned recently that em
ployees at the appraisers' stores had· connived with the smugglers, but 
the allegations against Stansfield and Gilroy were first made to them 
yesterday. 

SMUGGLERS PAID APPRAISERS $100 PEB CASE 

According to the alleged confessions of the two appaisers," the cases 
of watch parts were marked "dishes" because the smugglers knew 
Stansfield arid Gilroy would have to examine such merchandise. The 
appraisers are' said to have admitted they were paid $100 for each case 
passed. It was hinted that a customs broker had established the con
nection between the smugglers and the appraisers. 

WATCHES SOLD BY SMUGGLERS AT PRICES AGAINST WHICH LEGITIMATE 

MERCHANTS CAN NOT COMPETE . 

Mr. Tutt"le explained that by paying bribes of $8,000 the smugglers 
saved $359,000 in duties to the Government. This saving e~abled them 
to sell the merchandise at prices against which legitimate merchants 
could not compete. In some cases, Mr. Tuttle said, the smugglers sold 
the watches for less than the regular duty on them. 

OTHERS MAY BE INVOLVED--FEDERAL GR.L'ID JURY WORKING ON CAS.E 

"We are pursuing our inquiries," l\Ir. Tuttle continued, "to find out 
whether other Federal men were involved. Appraiser of the Port 
Kracke has been notified and Special Agent o·Keefe and the grand jury 

. also are working _on the case. The Watch Importers' Association has 
given us valuable assistance." 

THREE OTHER IMPORTERS PLEAD GUILTY OF SMUGGLING--WATCHES HIDDEN 

I N CA.t...,DY BOXES 

The watch-smuggling racket is one of the most extensive and per
sistent customs officials have to contend with, it was revealed. Three 
other importers, who have pleaded guilty of smuggling in $1,154,000 
worth of watch parts, on which the duties average 40 per cent, will be 
sentenced Monday. They are Joseph Feinstein, Max Epstein, and 
Richard Biechuns. They bid their shipments in boxes apparently con
taining chocolates. 

NEW YORK TIMES REPORTS BRIBERY AND SMUGGLING 

The New York Times, in its issue of May 27, 1930, carried the 
following article: . 
CUSTOMS EllMHmRS IXDICTED IN SMUGGLING--TWO GOT $12,000 Jl'OR 

SAVING $300,000 TO IMPORTERS OF WATCHES, IT IS CHARGED 

William F. Gilroy and Samuel Stansfield, customs examiners in the 
office of the United States appaiser, who confessed recently, according 
to Federal Attorney Tuttle, that they bad passed undeclared watch 
movements valued at $500,000 into this port, were indicted yesterday 
by a Federal grand jury on a charge of smuggling and conspiracy to 
smuggle. 

SMUGGLERS' CONSPIRACY COSTS GOVERNMENT $300,000 

Mr. Tuttle said the Government had lost $300,000 in duties as a 
result of the alleged conspiracy. The investigation leading to the in
dictment was conducted by Alvin McK. Sylvester, assistant United 
States attorney, and has resulted in the dismissal of John De Valstedt, 
another agent; and the suspension df"Frank Philan, a clerk in the watch 
department. 

CUSTOMS OFFICIALS INDICTED FOR ACCEPTING BRIBES 

'.rbe indictment charges that between March 10 and September 10, 
1929, Gilroy received $7,000 and Stansfield $5,000 tor allowing watches 
to enter the port as "crockery," though both agents, it is charged, 
knew that they were watches shipped in from Switzerland. 
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IMPORTERS CONNIVE!} WITH GOVERNMENT MEN IN PLOT 

The indicted men, it is charged. worked with Paul Rabkin, Joseph 
Perleman, and Sol Rubman, officers of the Superfine Watch Co. and 
the Federal Mail Order Corporation, both of 561 Broadway. 

IMPORTERS PLEAD GUILTY IN FBDERAL COU'RT 

Rabkin and the others pleaded guilty recently to their part in the 
e<>nspiracy and will be sentenced on June 9 by Judge Francis T. Caffey, 
who will hear pleas from Gilroy and Stansfield next Monday. 

TillRTY-THRElE WATCH SMUGGLEBS lNDlCTEl)--FOURTEEN IMPORTING COM-

PANmS VIOLATE LAW 

The records of the Treasury Department, hereinafter set forth 
in detail, show that 33 persons have been indicted for smuggling 
watches, and 14 companies have been apprehended in the act of 
violating the customs laws by false entries. 

BlJWVA WATCH CO. VIOLATES LAW BY FALSE ENTRY 

R cently about 2.50,000 worth of watches imported into the 
United State from Switzerland by the Bulova Watch Co. were 
seized by the Government for attempted false entry of the 
shipment a · parts of watches instead of watches, thereby escap
ing the payment of $30,424.50 in duty. 

BULOVA WATCH CO. PAID GOVEll:SMENT $52,000 TO MITIGATE PENALTY 

The records of the Treasury Department show that the Bnlova 
Watch Co. paid to the Government $52,000 in mitigation of the 
penalty prescribed by law for such false entry. · 

WATCH lMI'ORTEllS APPREHENDED BY GOVERNMENT IN LAW VIOLATIONS 

The record of the Trea. ury Department hereinafter et 
forth in detail show that the following importers of foreign
made watche were apprehended by the Government in the act 
of violating the cu tom laws by false entry or smuggling 
watche~ or parts., viz: Bulova Watch Co., Superfine Watch Co., 
Benrus Watch Co.~ Federal Mail Order Corporation, Jenkins 
Corporation, Joseph Gottlieb Weinstrum Watch Co., I. Tan
nenbaum & Co., Bernstein & Chatelain, Newark Clock Co., PreS
ton Bro ., Charle Kivel & Co., Arlington Watch Co., 0. Maire 
& Co. 

TWO WATCH S llUGGLEllS GET SO DAYS IN JAIL 

The record. of the Treasury Department how that: 
In case No. 33-28-27, :Maurice Juljen and Joseph Julien were 

indicted on No\ember 18 1929, for smuggling 795 watch move
ments, valued at 4,107, pleaded guilty on December 12, 1929, 
and were sentenced to 30 days in jail. 
THREE S~!UGGLERS GET O'r>'E YEAR A ' D ONE DAY IN ATLANTA PENITENTIARY 

In case No. 33-1757-3, Louis Poller, Joseph Feinstein, Rich
ard Bie huns, Samuel Weisman, Max Epstein~ and Henry Ber
nard were indicted on March 28, 1930, for smuggling watch 
movemE'nt valued at 46 523 concealed in shipments of candy. 
Poller. Feinstein, and Bieshun pleaded guilty on April 11, 1930, 
and were sentenced to one year and one day in the Federal 
penitentiary at Atlanta; Weisman, Epstein, and Bernard still 
awaiting trial. 

ELEVE.· IMPORTERS INDICTED Jl'OR SMUGGLING-THREE PLEAD GUILTY 

In case No. 33-1757-22 Paul Rabkin, Solomon Rubman, Joseph 
Perlemen, Meyer Person, Henry Weidhorn, Vincent Valvo, 
Chal'les Valvo, Jules Mettez, Henry Bernard, Miss M. Salzman. 
and Leo Robinson, officerN and employees of the Federal Mail 
Orde'r Corporation and the Superfine ·watch Co., were indicted 
on November 30, 1929, and February 26, 1930, for smuggling 
watch movements valued at $183,497 concealed in shipments of 
earthenware. Rabkin, Rubman, and Perlemen pleading guilty 
on February 17 and 18. 1930, the other defendants still await
ing trial. 
THIRTEEN SMUGGLERS INDICTED--TWO PLEAD GUILTY AND PAY $1.,000 AND 

$4.00 FINES-TWO YEARS AT HA"BD LABOR IN CANADA FOR ONE 

In case No. 33-1757-1, Isidore Tarnow, Abraham Bloom, Isi
dore Mil tein, Adolph Speyer, David Gilden, Jos-eph Jacob~, Paul 
Feldhuhn, Norman Flaxman, H. Perlman, Irving Victoroff, J. 
Lichtenfels, Sydney 1\fandel, and Max Spiro, were indicted on 
July 1, 1929, for _smuggling of 387 watch parts, Flaxman and 
Perlman pleading guilty on August 7 and July 16, 1929, respec
tively, and being fined $1,000 and $400, respectively, the case 
against Victoroff being nolle pro sed on July 18, 1929, Speyer 
having been sentenced in Canada to two years at hard labor for 
the same offense, the other defendants still awaiting trial 
DEFEND~T FIKED $250 FOB. SMUGGLING WATCHES IN METAL WHEELS 

In case No. 33-1632, Werner Matter was indicted for smug~ 
gling 60 watch movements concealed in metal wheels, pleaded 
guilty on December 21, 1928, and was fined $250. 

B(TLOVA WATCH CO. PAYS $52,000 FOR W.W VIOLATibYS 

In ca e No. 95-282, the Bulova Watch CO:~ of New York City, 
on February 7 8lld l\Iarch 5, 1930, violated the law by under
valuing 22,032 knocked-down watch movements, and the1·eby 
escaped the ' payment of $30.424.50 in duty, the. penalty being 
mitigated by the puyment of $51,557.20, the true duty. 

BENROS WATCH CO. PAYS $29,000 FOR U DERVAL.CING WATCHES 

In case No. 95-282, the Benrus Watch Co.49D February 7 and 
February 27, 1930, violated the law by undervaluing 7,451 
knocked-down watch movements, and thereby escaped the pay
ment of $26,458 in duty, ~the !}ena1ty being mitigated by the 
payment of $29,207, the true duty. 

JENKINS CORPORATION PAYS $2,837 TO MITIGATE PENALTY 

In case No. 95-282, the Jenkins Corporation on February 7, 
1930, violated the law by undervaluing 3,562 knocked-down 
watch movements, and thereby e caped the payment of $1, 01 
in duty, the penalty being mitigated by the payment of 2,000. 
plus $837, the duty paid on enn·y. 
JENKINS CORPORATION PAYS $12,350 TO ESCAPE PENALTY FOR VIOLATING LAW 

In case No. 95-282, the Jenkins Corporation, on February 15 
and 19, 1930, violated the law by undervaluing 13,508 knocked- · 
down watch movements, and thereby e caped the payment of 
$6,829 in duty, the penalty beina- mitigated by the payment of 
$12,350. 

JOSEPH GOTTLIEB PAYS $8,450 TO MITIGATE PENALTY 

In ease No. 95-282, J o eph Gottlieb, on February 7 and 19; 
1930, violated the law by undervaluing 10,406 . knocked-down 
watch movements, thereby seeking to evade the payment of. 
$3,247 in duty, the penalty being mitigated by the payment of 
$8,450. 

WEINSTRlJM WATCH CO. UNDERVALUES 1,907 WATCH MOVEMENTS-PAYS 
$2,500 

In case No. 95-282, the Weinstrum Watch Co., on February 19, 
1930, violated the law by undervaluing 1,907 knocked-down watch 
movements, thereby seeking to evade the payment of $849 in 
duty, the penalty being mitigated by the payment of $2,500. 

l. TANNENBAUM VtlOLATES LAW BY UNDERVALUATION-WATCHES SEIZED 

In case No. 95-282, I. Tannenbaum & Co., on Uarch 10, 1930, 
violated the law by undervaluing three cases of knocked-down 
watch movements, the duty that should have been paid being 
$4,051, the amount of duty sought to be evaded being unknown, 
the merchandise being still under seizure and no action taken. 
BERNSTEIN & CHATELAIN UNDERVALUES TWO CASES OF ld0V.JI)MENT8--PAYS 

$600 

In case No. 95-282, Bernstein & Chatelain, on February 1 and 
7, Ht30, violated the law by undervaluing two cases of knocked
down watch movements, thereby eeking to evade tbe payment 
of $2,418 in duty, the penalty of forfeiture being mitigated on 
one case by the payment of $600. 

l. TANNENBAUM PAYS $600 TO MITIGATE PENALTY 

In case No. 95-282, I. Tannenbaum & Co., on April 16, 1930, 
violated the law by undervaluing four cases of watch parts, the 
merchandise not having been appraised as yet, and the penalty 
of forfeiture being mitigated on ·one case on payment of $600. 
NEWABK WATCH CO. SM UGGLES 2,664 WATCHES MIXED IN WITH CLOCK PARTS 

In case No. 3i-2636, the Newark Clock Co., on July 17, 1929,· 
violated the law by muggling 2,664 watches mixed in with a 
shipment of 18 ca es of clock parts, the merchandise being 
relea~ed on payment of $4,515 48, the forfeiture value. 

PRESTON BROS. PAID $25,000 FOB. SMUGGLING WATCHES 

In case No. 33-102 , Pre ~ton Bros., on September 25, 19252 .• 

violated the law by smugglina- an unknown quantity of watche, 
the ease being settled by a compromise payment of $25,000. 

WATCHES FA.LSELY INVOICED BY CHARLES KfVEL CO. SEIZ»D BY 
GOVERNMENT 

In case No. 29-649~ Charle Kivel & Co., on May 5, 1925, io
lated the law by invoicing 7-jewel watch movement a. having 
six jewels, the duty that hould have been paid being $37.50, the 
duty evaded being 15, and the duty sought to be paid being 
$22.50, the merchandise being seized. 

WEINSTRUM WATCH CO. FALSELY INTOICES WATCHES-GOOD SElZIIID 

In case No. 95-63, the Weinstrum Watch Co., . on January 19 
and February 2, 1925 invoiced 7-jewel watch movements as hav
ing six jewels, the duty that should have been paid being $172.50, 
the duty evaded being $69, and the duty sought to be paid being 
$103.50, the merchandise being . eized. 
ARLINGTON WATCH CO. AND 0 . JriA..lllE & CO. FR.AUDULE ... TLY ENTER WA'l'CIIES 

AS AMERICAN GOODS :RETURNED--PAY $25,000 

In case No. 77-156, the Arlington Watch Co. and 0. Maire &· 
Co, in September, 1924, and February, 1926, violated the law by 
fraudulently entering watch movements as American .,.oods 
returned, thereby seeking to evade the payment of $16,969 in 
duty, the case being ettled by a compromise payment of 
$25,453.50. 

INVESTMENT I • WATCH INDUSTRY TREMENDOUS 

The investment in th watch and clock indu try in the 
United States is ti·emendous and labor forms approximately 
90 per cent of the co 't of a watch. The large American manu-
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facturing companies, Elgin National Watch Co., Hamilton 
Watch Co., Illinois Watch Co., and· Waltham Watch Co., have 
investments alone of over $50,000,000. Very few products, if 
any, have such a high labor proportion 'and in addition this 
labor is skilled; and in the · consideration of this subject that 
fact should be kept foremost in mind. . 

The Elgin National Watch Co. wage earners average $8.52 
per day; some are paid as high as $16 per day. They work 
in the most modern, light, sanitary factories; have sick and 
death benefits ; are pensioned by the company after 60 to 65; 
and are among the most highly skilled artisans in the indus
trial world. 
WATCH IMPORTS IN 1927 TOTAL $3S,000,00(}-4JNITED STATES PRODUCTION 

ONLY $21,000,000 

A comparison of imports and domestic production on the 
basis of contemplated dollar value of imports against total 
domestic reported production is unfair and misleading, the 
imports being based on Swiss franc values of labor and mate
rials and not including cases, nor advertising and other over
head, which goes to make up by far the larger proportion of 
the total domestic reported production value. An imported 
watch potentially displaces an American-made watch, and fig
ures based on· numbers of movements imported is the only fair 
basis of comparison. 

One hundred dollars expended in Switzerland will buy as 
many movements as $350 will buy in the United States. There
fore the total Swiss imports, in francs, should be multiplied by 
3% to show the real competitive impact on the United States 
market. . 

This would mean total imports of movements in 1927 of 
$10,800,000 times 3% equals $38,000,00D-tlle real foreign com
petition against total United States production of $21,000,000. 
(See Department of Commerce Census of 1927.) , 

WATCH EMPLOYEES IN SWITZERLAND TRAINED BY GOVERNMENT 

In Switzerland the training of watch workers is done by 
schools which it is understood are financed and run by the · 
Government, and skilled workers are turned over to the industry 
without the cost of education, which, of course, really amounts 
to a subsidy. · 
WATCH EMPLOYEES lN UNITED STATES TRAINED OVER LONG PERIOD AT 

GREAT EXPENSE 

In the American watch industry the employees are trained 
over a long period of time at great expense to private employers, 
and it is a very serious matter to lose the investment in those 
skilled workers which must happen when the factories are not 
working full time. 

KINDS OF WATCHES MANUFACTURED IN THE UNITED STATES 

There is no size or shape or jewelling or adjustment of any 
properly built foreign watch produced in commercial quantities 
but what is manufactured in the United States. The so-called 
low-price watches imported sell to the consrimers at prices from 
$4.50 upward. Good jeweled watches are made by the 'Water
bury Watch Co. and the New Haven Olock Co. which sell for 
approximately the same price to the consumers. 1\.lore refined 
watches made by the Elgin and Waltham companies in the 7-jewel 
type sell to the consumers at from $12 up, and all of these prices 
are substantially the same as the consumers' price of an equiva
lent foreign-made watch, except that the American manufac
turers have not yet indulged in the manufacturing of spurious 
watches for trade purposes. 

The statement that the American schoolgirl or housewife can 
not buy an American-made watch at $15 to $25 is incorrect. 
Current magazines and American watch manufacturers' na
tional advertisements show a complete line of these watches. 
Seven-jewel American-made watches of the finest type are made 
and sold to the consumer by such firms as Elgin and Waltham 
from $12 up, depending on kind of case. 

The competing foreign-made watch is invoiced to the United 
States importer at a price of about $2 each and sometimes sells 
to the consumer for $15 to $25 each. 

INTEGRITY OF THE UNI'rED STATES MANUFACTURER 

How can any American watch manufacturer who has a tre
mendous investment in factory, plant, and equipment, on whom 
thousands of men and their families depend for a living wage, 
whose whole business career is founded upon integrity and his 
success attained through years of production of goods of high 
quality, sold at a small profit, long survive this unfair and 
deadly foreign competition? 

Every foreign-made watch purchased displaces an American
made watch, and as the demand for American watches decreases 
employment proportionately decreases. 

WHAT A WATCH IS 

A modern watch is an instrument for the correct -recording of. 
time and its quality depends on its ability to do so with the least 

amount of error .. -Quality in a watch is obtained by highly 
skilled mechanics operating highly efficient machines of minute 
accuracy, to produce parts mechanically perfect, arid when 
properly put together by skilled labor, inspected, tested, adjusted, 
and regulated, an accurate timekeeper should result. Quality in 
a watch also is indicated by the number and character of jewels 
and the number and kinds of adjustments. 

WATCH ORIGINALLY A TOY 

In olden times one thing was particularly noticeable. A time
keeper was esteemed primarily on account of its exterior orna
mentation or unusual form or on account of its intricate and 
curious mechanism and was considered a jewel or ornament. 
Accuracy in keeping time was always of very minor importance, 
just the opposite from the demand of the people to-day. 

The old idea that watches were not timepieces but toys is 
gone forever, although the merchandising -campaigns of some 
dealers in imported watches to-da:v would indicate otherwise. 

JEWELS MAY BE A MARK OF QUALITY 

A jew~l is a bearing made out of precious or semiprecious 
stones used in the movement. 

The importance of jewels is often misunderstood even at the 
present day. Many people do not know why jewels are used 
in a watch, assuming that they are intended for ornament or 
in some way to increase the value. But most of the jewels in 
a watch movement are placed out of sight; and, although they 
often consist of real rubies or sapphires, they are so tiny that 
their intrinsic value is small. They are strictly utilitarian in 

· their purpose. 
Jeweling in some inferior imported watches means nothing, 

except to beguile the purchaser, while the number of jewels 
in American-made watches is indicative of their degree of 
excellence. · 

AMERICAN AGAINST SWISS WATCH MANUFACTURE--AMERICAN WATCH 
MA.NUFACTURl!l 

Aiiierican watches are made in modern plants under scientifi
cally and accurate and the most comfortable and sanitary con
ditions, and with the finest of precision instruments and care, 
all parts made under one roof, and carefully and thoroughly 
inspected. 

The difference in manufacturing procedure is basic, and past 
history and experience with mechanical devices have proven 
over and over again that assemblies of separately manufactured 
units into a whole result in imperfections and inaccuracies. 

Brearley in his book Time Telling Through the Ages, on page 
182, says: · · 

American watchmaking is typical of the difference between the American 
and European industry in the nineteenth century. Here a complete 
watch is produced in one factory, while in England, Switzerland, aud 
France most establishments specialize in the manufacture of particular 
parts and these · parts are then assembled in other factories. Some 50 
different trades there are working separately to produce the parts. And 
the manufacturer, whose work is chiefly that of finishing and assembling, 
takes a large profit for inspection and for the prestige of his name. 

It is apparent that a complete watch assembled from separate 
manufacturing plants, each making one or two parts could not 
be expected to deliver the accurate a:ild faithful service over a 
period of time that American watches do. 

The American people would not buy the assembled automobile, 
much more would they never buy an assembled watch if they 
knew it was an assembled one, especially when the assemblers 
of the watches have little or no reputation for skill in the 
watch-manufacturing industry. 

SOME SWISS WATCHES MADE IN SMALL SHOPS AND WORKERS' HOMES 

A great many of the so-called "cheap" grade watches sold 
in the United States are watches produced in Switzerland by 
companies who contract with individuals, families, groups, or 
other companies to make different parts at different places, 
which they assemble and sell for expott. 

There is small investment in plant, equipment, or materials, 
and watches are produced at such low prices that the cheap 
labor must be employed and crude work must be accepted, such 
as we get in this country from what is termed "sweatshop" 
labor employed by certain industries; 

EXPERT SKILL REQUIRED TO MAKE GOOD WATCH 

The making of a watch is a difficult mechanical task requir
ing expert skill, accurate tools, and excellent working conditions. 

Stop to realize that in the making of an American watch 
there are 211 separate parts, one-third of which are screws; 
that it requires 3,136 operat~ons to complete a watch; that it 
requires 120 operations to finish a balance wheel ; that a 
balance wheel must vibrate 5 times a second and 18,000 times 
an hour, 1 more or less vibrations an -hour making the watch 
run 4.8 seconds fast or ·slow· a day, or 2.4 minut~s a month; 
that some drills, taps, and reamers are onfr-third the size of 
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a humarr hair; that certain watch gages must be tested every 
hour for accuracy ; that drills actually finer than human hair 
are used to drill boles in steel and brass, and that over 1,000,000 · 
per year are used; that steel pivots are used which are only 
twenty-eight ten-thousandths of an inch in diameter ; that the 
hairspring is made of steel, drawn down through a hole in a 
diamond to get the correct size; that the gold and steel screws 
that go to make the watch are so small that it takes 500,000 
to make a pound; that 20,000 will go into any ordinary thimble; 
that many operations are accurate to within one ten-thou
sandths of an inch; it then becomes easy to understand bow 
difficult it would be to make valuable timepieces of good me
chanical Eervice by the assembly of different parts made by 
different workmen at different places. 

SWISS WATCHES BEST AND POOREST IN WORLD 

It will be easily seen from the foregoing that there can be no 
comparison in the quality and workmanship of an American
made watch and large nwnbers of many foreign-made watches. 

I do not maintain that there are no fine, high-class watches 
of ·great quality made in Switzerland, for there are many, but 
they sell at a price in the United States commensurate with 
their worth, and as against these the American manufacturers 
ask no protective tariff, being willing to meet their competition 
on the merits and desirability of their respective articles. 

Milham in his book Time and Time Keepers, on page 429, 
says: 

Some one bas said that the Swiss make the best and the poorest 
watches in tbe world. 

U ' SCRUPULOUS IMPORTER THE COMMON ENEMY 

The honest importer and domestic manufacturer had a ·com
mon enemy, the unscrupulous importer, whose activities were 
:flooding the American market with cheap trash, which was not 
only unfair to the-honest importer and domestic manufacturer 
but served also to deprive the Government of lawful duties. 

The high-class importers were repre ented before the House 
and Senate committees by George J. Gruen. His testimony 
·bowed the evils practiced by the unscrupulous importers and 

t be need of a revision of the 1922 act to protect the domestic 
manufacturer as well as the honest importer, and of certain 
raise" in rates in the tariff act as very necessary. 

. I is inconceivable that these important foreign firms of 
substantial capital would agree to a tariff proposal that would 
injm:e the legitimate importation of watches. 

·Obviously, if they were not interested in cleaning up the evils 
of the business, they would not ha-ve agreed to a higher duty on 
certain watches that wer~ being brought into this counh·y in 
violation of high standards of the watch industry by unscru
pulou importers. 

BULOVA LEADS OPPOSITION TO ADEQUATE TARIFF 

The opposition to the rt-vision of the tariff bill intended to 
afford relief to the American watch manufacturer centered 
around the Bulova Watch Co., as shown by the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, November 13, 1929, page 5520, Senate proceedings: 

Tbe Bulova Watch Co. heads tbe list of those that have not agreed to 
the proposed rat e. Tbe watch produced by that company bas received 
considerable attention here because it is a well-known brand. The 
Bulova Co. is able to bave an hour or half an hour set apart, I believe, 
each night over WRC or some other radio broadcasting station to adver
tise the Bulova watch, and they give a fairly good program, as a number 
of other industries do which are able to employ the radio. in advertising 
their products. The other companies on the list are as follows : 

Gothic Watch Co., Westfield Watch Co., Arrow Manufacturing Co., 
Louis Adels & Co., Goldsmith Stern & Co., Knickerbocker Watch Co., 
Namdor Watch Co., United Jewelers (Buren watch), Speidel Chain Co., 
North American Watch Co., Norman Morris & Co., Piedmont Watch Co., 
Awon Wateh Co., Savoy Watch Co., Korones Bros., Hamel Riglander & 
co:, M. J. Lampert & Co., Manhattan Watcb Co., Sonpalan Watch Co., 
Jagot Watch Co., Modern Watch Co., American Standard Watch Case 
Co., Pioneer Watch Case Co., Etna Watch Co., Weinstrum Watch Co:, 
I. Ollendorf & Co., Gotham Watch Co., Strickland Watch Co., Pennant 
Watch Supply Co., Boston Watch Co., Toledo Watch Co., Bayer Fretz
felder & ~ills (Elaine Goering Watch Co.), Glycine Watch ~o. 

A careful con ideration of those importers who were said to 
be opposing these paragraphs will demonstrate a somewhat 
desperate search for the support of one importer's (Bulova) 
contentions. 

Turning to the list of importers named (CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECoRD, Nov. 13, 1929, p. 5520)' as not supporting this proposal, 
we :find the following peculiarities : 

First. Not one is listed in Moody's 1\fanual. 
·Second. Knickerbocker Watch Co., Westfield Watch ·Co., Arrow 

Jewelry Mfg. Co., American Standard Watch Case Co. are listed 
separately but in reality are nothing but subsidiaries of Bulova 
·watch Co. 

Third. Glycine Watch Co. is the foreign watch distributed 
exclusiyely by Bayer Pretzfelder & Mills, but both are listed. 

Fourth. Goldsmith, Stern & Co., United Jewelers, Speidel 
Chain Co., Mandor Watch Co., Piedmont Watch Co., Avon Watch . 
Case Co., Lonpalon· Watch Co., Jagot Watch Co., Gotham Watch 
Co., and Strickland Watrh _Co. are not even listed by tlie 
National Jewelers Board of Trade (the recognized trade author
ity) as being in the watch busine s. 

Swiss watches sold for whatever oonsun.z.er will pay-No stCM~dard~ 

Swiss watch importers catalogue as many as 400 models un
der 10,000 trade names. The harm of this is obvious becau e 
there are as many different prices as there are different name 
on the same base value· or ·as imagination can invent, and 
which are sold at any plice the customer can be persuaded to 
pay. 

Compare this with the American manufacturer who must ac
cept the obligation of the high standards of the industry, aml 
who must arrive at his price range based on the value of the 
movement, its size, its jeweling, its adjustments, as well as 
the value of the case, dial, and attachments. 

Ho-w duties are to be levied under the ttew tariff act 

The language of the new act provides a new method of com
puting duties on watches and clocks made necessary becau e 
of the 19-22 act, basing duties {}n movements according to the 
number of jewels and adjustments, was not adapted either to . 
meet conditions resulting from complete transformation of the 

. watch busine...~ since 19-22 or .the change in the manner of 
importation of watches and clocks. · 

Duties are now governed by : 
First. True marking. 
Second~. Size of movement. 
Third. Number of jewels. 
Fourth. Number of adjustments. 
Fifth. Running period under and over 47 hours. 
Sixth. Parts at specific rates per piece on subassemblies or at 

65 per cent ad valorem on parts for assembly here, the following 
summary showing the rates on representative parts: 

For repair purposes, 45 per cent ad valorem (same rate as 
in 1922 act; limited to 4 per cent of movement in each ship
ment). Plates for assembly purposes, one-half duty on watch; 
parts for suba sembly, 3 cents per piece; parts for assembly, 
65 per cent ad valorem. 

EF}~ECT OF TARIFF ACT OF 1930 AS TO WATCHES AND CLOCKS 

The effect of the tariff act of 1930, wh:ch was signed by Presi
dent Hoover on June 17, 1930, may be summarized as follows: 

First. It will more nearly equalize the cost of manufacture at 
home and .abroad. 

Second. The American manufacturer will be given an oppor
tunity to recapture a portion of his own market. 

Third. Additional employment will be provided for American 
labor. 

Fourth. The profits of the importer will be somewhat lesseneu. 
Fifth. There will be less possibility of fraud and evasion. 
Sixth. The unscrupulous importers will no longer be able so 

easily to deceive the watch-buying public, and it will be more 
difficult to dispose of spurious watches in this country. 

TAIUFF DUTIES ON CLOCKS 

Paragraph 368 of the tariff act of 1930 materially reduces 
from the 1922 act the duty on such clocks as are placed in auto
mobiles, as well as what are known as boudoir and traveling 
clocks, and this constitutes a very considerable item of clock 
manufacture in the United States under the act of 1922. These 
clocks, most of which were 6-jewel, carried a duty of $4 specific, 
plus 45 per cent ad valorem. The duty under the 1930 act on 
the same article is $1.50 for jewels, and on a basis of $2 value, 
90 cents ad valorem, with a value specific of $1 each, making a . 
total of $3.40 duty, compared with a duty of $4.90 under the 
1922 act. 

It is impossible to compare the other operations of this para
graph with the 1922 act because of the combined specific and 
ad valorem duties levied in both; it being, therefore, necessary 
to determine the value of any particular clock or timepiece and 
the number of jeweL" contained therein before a comparison 
can be made. 

The clock manufacturers were probably the greatest sufferers 
from the fraudulent practice under the 1922 act in the way of 
importation of mechanisms with one small part removed in 
order to obtain the part rate on the balance. Practically no 
clocks containing escapements were imported during the latter 
years of · the 1922 act. Parts increased from $13,000 per year 
to $467,000 per year during that act, and it was parts of the 
higher-priced timepieces which \\ere thus imported and which 
consequently caused an evasion of the very highest rate brackets 
in the paragraph. 
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AMERICA-.'< WATCHES MODERATELY PRICED TO CONSUMER 

The new tariff act will not prevent the purchase of reasonably 
priced watches by people in all walks of life; Good American 
watches can be purchased in price classes. 

For instance : For a schoolboy, in price range from $10 to $15 ; 
for the schoolgirl, sports watches, $15 to $27.50; factory hands 
and day laborers, $10 to $20; housemaids, $24.75 to $30; clerks, 
$15 to $40; bu .. ;iness men, $39.50 to .'150; railroad men, $50 to 
$75 ; sportsmen, $23 and up ; luxury class, any price from $15 
to $650. 

BULOVA WATCH CO. IMPORTS CONTRACT ALIEN LABOR 

The Bulova Watch Co. secured from the Secretary of Labor 
permits to bring into the United States foreign workmen who 
would compete with American workmen, thereby depriving 
American workmen of employment, by representing to the De
partment of Labor that there were not available in the United 
States craftsmen who were able to perform the type of work 
de ired. 

LOW WAGE SCALE PAID FOREIGN WORKI!IRS 

The foreign workmen were brought into the United States 
and were paid wages below the standard wage paid to American 
workmen performing similar work. 
LABOR DEPARTMENT ORDERS BULOVA TO RETURN WORKMEN TO SWITZERLAND 

It was later discovered by the Department of Labor that the 
Bulova Watch Co. failed to carry out the representations made 
to the department, and the department thereupon ordered it to 
return the foreign workmen to the country whence they came. 

NO LACK OF AMERICAN WORKMEN 

There is not now nor has there been any scarcity of compe
tent, skilled American watch and clock workmen i~ the ' United 
States. 
AMERICAN WAGE AND LIVING STANDARDS SOUGHT TO Blil LOWERED BY 

BULOVA 

The Bulova Watch Co. has sought to undermine and lower the 
American standards of wages and living, and has deliberately 
sought to evade the contract labor laws of the United States. 

WATCH AND CLOCK MAKERS' UNION PROTEST UlPORTATION OF ALIEN 
CO~TRACT LABORERS 

'l'he following letter, dated April 25, 1930, showing in detail 
the foregoing facts, was received by me from the Chicago Watch 
and . Clockmakers' Union: 
Congressman FRANK R. REID, 

Wash-ington, D. C. 
HONORABLE SIR : The inclosed is a CQPY of an article taken from the 

January, 1930, issue of the Keystone, a publication devoted to and 
having a large circulation among the jewelry trade. The facts dis
clo ed therein clearly show an evil, which, if not effectively curbed, 
will incur considerable damage to the watchmaking trade in the United 
States. 

BULOVA WATCH CO. DECEIYES SECRETARY OF LABOR 

It appears that the offending party in the case cited, the Bulova 
Watch Co., of New York, through misrepresentations and misleading 
statements, succeeded in procuring from the Secretary Qf Labor a per
mit to import from Switzerland to the United States a number of 
watchmakers. It further appears that in order to get those watch
makers to come here similar tactics have been resorted to, namely, 
misrepresentations and misstatements of facts and intentions. We 
only learned of the mischief .done from this Keystone article, when it 
was, of course, too late to do anything in the matter. 

TWO OTHER WATCH IMPORTERS SEEK TO IMPORT SWISS CONTRACT LABOR 

.A. similar attempt to import watchmakers from Europe to this coun
try was made by another concern in Cincinnati, Ohio, to whom a 
permit had been issued, but revoked in time after the Secretary of 
Labor had been made acquainted with the true facts. Also a firm in 
this city applied for such a permit, but has been refused it because 
we laid facts before Secretary Davis proving that the reasons presented 
for such permit did not exist. 

FACTS OUTLINED BY WATCH AND CLOCKMAKE.RS' UNION 

We respectfully submit that the facts in the case, briefly, are: 

MANY UNEMPLOYED A.ME:RICAN WATCHMAKERS 

1. That there is no shortage of watchmakers in the United States. 
Although exact statistics to prove this statement are not available, we 
know, however, that in the city of Chicago--the second largest center 
of this industry in the United States-there are normally on an average 
of from 5 per cent to 15 per cent idle during the year. We can, there
fore, assume that this condition prevails in the rest of the country. 

UNITED STATES WATCHMAKERS CAPABLE AXD EFFICIENT 

2. That the watchmakers in the United Stat('s are fully as competent 
and efficient as those of any country in the world, barring none. 

WAGE SCALE OF WATCH:\UKJilRS LOW 

3. That watchmakers' wages, considering the highly skilled nature or 
the trade, are consider-ably below what they should be. 

UNSORUPULOUS WATCH IMPORTERS SEEK TO LOWER WAGE SCALE 

4. That the true reasons for the attempts made by some unscrupulous 
employers to import watchmakers from other lands is to incre...'lse the 
surplus Qf this particular labor and thereby lower the wage standard. 

AMERICAN LIVING STANDA:RDS MUST BE PROTECTED 

From the foregoing it is clear that in order to safeguard the living 
standard of the watchmakers in this country a means must be found 
to effectively curb the importation of watchmakers from abroad, which, 
however, under the existing method of issuing permit·, seems to be 
impossible. 

UNION CRGES PUBLICITY TO APPLIC.A.1'IO~S TO IMPORT COYTRACT ALliiN 
LABOR 

Therefore we, the Chicago Watch and Clockmakers' Union, a labor 
organization with a membership of about 400, all citizens of the United 
States, demand that a law be passed requiring the Secretary of Labor, 
prior to the issuance of a permit for the importation of skilled artisans 
to the United States from any foreign country, to post a notice in three 
consecutive issues of at least two trade journals devoted to the trade for 
which the importation of skilled artisans may be sought in accordance 
with the law relating thereto now in existence. Such notice is to state 
the name of the applicant for such permit, his reasons therefor in detail, 
and the number of such artisans sought to be imported. This woula 
enable the parties interested in opposing the issuance of such a permit 
to submit facts disproving claims which have no basis in fact. 

ENACTMENT OF LAW SOUGHT TO SAFEGUARD AMERICA.~ WORKMEN 

We respectfully request that you use your official and personal infiu· 
ence in the promulgation and passage of such a law. 

Ul!iiON'S LETTER SEl'IT TO SENATORS AND CONGRESSMEN 

A copy of this letter and inclosure has been forwarded simultaneously 
to the following honorable gentlemen: CHARLES S. DENEEN, OTIS F. 
GLENN, WILLIAM E. BORAH, HmAM W. JOHNSON, SMITH W. BROOKHAR'l', 
HENBIK SHIPSTEAD, GEORGE W. NoRms, LYNN J. FRAZIER, RoBERT M. 
LA FOLLETI'E, E. M. IRWIN, WILLIAM: W. ARNOLD, RICHABD YATES, RUTH 
HANNA McCORMICK, OSCAR DE PRlEST, l\fORTON D. HULL, ELLIOTT W. 
SPROUL, THOMAS A. DOYLE, ADOLPH J. SABATH, JAMES T. IGOE, M. A. 
MICHAELSON, CHARLiilS ADKINS, HENRY T. RAINEY, S'l'ANLEY H. KUNZ, 
FRED A. BRITTEN, WILLIAM E. HULL, HOMER w. HALL, WILLIAM P. 
HOLADAY, FRANK M. RAMEY, THOMAS S. WILLIAMS, CARL R. CHIND
BLOM, JOHN T. BUCKBEE, WILLIAM R. JOHNSON, JOHN C. ALLEN, . and 
EDWARD El. DENISON. 

Very truly yours, 

SK:ET 

CHICAGO WATCH AND CLOCKMA.KERS' U~ION, 
F. R. ScHROEDER, President. 

LEO MORGAN, Secretary. 
(Keystone, January, 1930.) 

PROTEST IMPORTATION OF SWISS WATCHMAKERS 

When the Swiss consul in New York recently advised his home office 
in Geneva, Switzerland, that 18 watchmakers, brought to this country 
from Switzerland by the Bulova Watch Co., had asked him for assistance 
when their wages were reduced below the figure said to have been 
agreed upon in Switzerland, attention was drawn to a subject that may 
have far-reaching effects. Investigation disclosed that the Bulova 
Watch Co. had obtained permission from the United States Department 
of Laoor to bring 25 Swiss watchmakers to this country to assist with 
the assembling of knock-down movements. In obtaining a waiver of the 
labor-contract clause, the Bulova Watch Co. set forth that the Swiss 
were needed to do work for which Americans had not been trained and 
that they would form the nucleus of a new industry . 

SWISS LAWS VIOLATED BY EMIGRATION OF CONTRACT LABOR 

Swiss watch interests objected to the exodus of the watchmakers 
from Switzerland, two reasons being set forth: First, the press of that 
country pointed out that the emigration laws of Switzerland prohibit 
any subject of that country going to any other country for the purpose 
of doing any kind of work under a contract previously arranged in 
Switzerland. Second, horological publications stated that the taking of 
skilled watchmakers out of Switzerland tended toward <lecentralizntion 
of tha t nation's watch industry. ' 

SWISS PROTEST EI>IIGRATI0:-1 Oil' WATCHMAKERS 

The Swiss press generally, and the horological publications 
in particular, devoted much space to the matter and, as a 
result, the Swiss consul in New York has been advised that no 
more watchmakers will be allowed to leave under contract to 
do work in the United Sta.tes. 
AMERICAN UNION LABOR AROUSE[}-UNITED STATES WORKME~ UNEMPLOYED 

The situation also aroused various elements of the watch 
industry in this country . .. Organizatio~s of watchmakers -have 
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become interested in the que tion, e pecially with regard to 
the claim that American workmen are not equipped to do the 
work for which Swiss watchmakers are being used by . the 
Bulova Watch Co. Both the Watchmakers' Union in New 
York City and the Watchmakers' Society have had watch
makers apply for work during the last several months, and 
these workmen it is claimed, are qualified to assemble knock
down movements. In fact, members of these organizations say 
that, with very little practice, the American workmen can 
a semble as many or more pieces than the average Swiss. In 
order to prevent further injustice to American watchmakers, 
many of whom have been out of work in ..... recent months, the 
authorities have been asked to exclude foreign watchmakers, 
regardless of what representation may be made to bring them 
here. 

LAW EVADED BY IMPORTING KNOCKDOWN WATCH MOVEMENTS 

Under the tariff act the importation of knockdown move
ments is legal. They are admitted at 45 per cent ad valorem, 
and it i common report in the indu try that this methon of 
bringing watches into the United States saves the importer 
about half of the regular duty, which is $2 on a 15-jewel move
ment The aving is said to depend upon the value placed on 
the parts in the consular invoice. It is also said that, in some 
cas·es. the value i as low a 60 cents for all of the parts that 
comprise a movement with 15 jewels. 

BULOVA' S FOREIGN WORKMEN COMPETE WITH AMERICAN LABOR 

In the United States much of the interest that .attaches to 
the importation of Swiss watchmaker to assemble movements 
is found in .labor circles, where watchmakers have found it 
increasingly difficult in recent months to get employment. The 
watchmakers say that, to make the situation still worse, some 
of the men imported by the Bulova Watch Co. have left its 
employ R.lld are competing in the open market for jobs that 
should go to Americans. 

BULOVA ISSUES DEFE:-ISE IN SWITZERLAND 

In Switzerland the intere t became so intense that the Bulova 
Watch Co. recently issued a statement which was printed in 
a number of Swi s new papers and also in La Federation 
Horologers. In its issue of November 27 the latter publication 
quoted extensively from the Bulova hnlletin. A part of the 
l:itaternent attributed to Mr. Bulova follows: 

IMPORTED WORKMEN SECURE NONQUOTA VISAS 

No.ne of the men who have departed for the United States is an emi
grant or counts on the list of the American quota. The American 
con ulate in Berne has given them only a visitor's visa for a year, and 
they have to return to Switzerland after that period. Therefore it can 
not be said that this is a question of emigration. 

SIXTY SWISS WORKMEN EMPLOYED BY BULOVA IN NEW YORK 

In our repair department in New York we employ 100 watchmakers, 
60 of whom are Swiss. The foreman is also a Swiss, Oscar Buerki, of 
Bienne, who has been foreman of this department for the past 10 years. 
Last spring when Mr. Buerki was visiting in Switzerland he said we 
needed a number of watch repairers. I told him that it was impossible 
to get watchmakers into the United States becaUBe the Swiss immigra
tion quota was complete for two years but that we could perhaps obtain 
permission for these men to enter on visitors' passports, good for one 
year, to take care of the ever-growing quantity of repairs. 

SWISS WORKMEN COMPLAIN OF TREATMENT 

I have learned from articles which have been published in Swiss news
papers, that certain of these men complained that they have not been 
well treated, which is not correct. 

BULOVA COMPLAINS OF SWISS A'I'TI'rUDE 

This propaganda is very discouraging. I, myself, as well as the 
whole Bulova organization, which I represent, find that we are not 
treated loyally by the Swiss. We are fed up and find there is nothing 
else for us to do except to close our factories until these various ques
tions are adjusted. 

SWISS PUBLICATION ANSWERS BULOVA 

In its comment on the Bulova statement, La Federation 
Horologere state , in part: 
IMPORTED SWISS WORKMEN ASSEMBLE WATCHES-. 0 REPAJll WORK DO.NN 

The watchmakers sent by Bulova assemble movements in chablons, 
retouch the regulation, case them, and do finishing. Therefore, this is 
not a question of repairs. 

BULOVA SAYS IMPORTED WORKMIIlN INCAPABLE 

Further, it (the Bulova Co.) adds that not enough care was 
taken to find good watchmaker! a.nd good characters, and that Mr. 
Buerki has advised from New York that a large number of the watch
makers are not as capable as they claimed, and although they are paid 
$50 a week, they a1·e lazy and do not want to work. 

La Federation Horologere printed the following, which it ~id 
was information receh·ed from its correspondence in New York: 

WAGE SCALE OF IMPORTED WATCHi\IAKERS REDUCED TO $35 BY BULOIA 

The wat~hmakers have been engaged for . one year at $50 a 48-bour 
week, second-class passage paid. 'rhe contracts are verbal only. Since 
their arrival there has b~n deducted from their pay $5 a week to repay 
the expenses of the trip. Bulova obtained visitors' visas for our com
patriots, but had to give a guaranty of $5QO for each one to assure hi~ 
departure at the expiration of his permit to stay. Bulova bad obtained 
beforehand from the Department of Labor permission to engage these 
workers abroad. On November 6 Mr. Buerki rold the watchmakers that 
the first group would be put on piecework and that the other groups 
would follow in six weeks. The number of pieces to be made being very 
high, the wages were reduced to $35 a week. This was the principal 
cause of the dissatisfaction and led to demands for repatriation, if 
Bulova did not keep his promises. 

EIGHTEEN WORKMEl APPEAL TO SWISS CONSUL FOR AID 

The particulars stated in. the foregoing paragraph correspond 
in substance with the statement made by the Swi.,s con ul in 
New York to a Keystone representative at the time the 18 
Bulova emp~oyees appealed to him for aid. 

HOW TO TELL A SMUGGLED WATCH 

When a watch may be considered smuggled: 
First. When there is no record of it having been included in 

a legal shipment pas ed through the custombou e. 
Second. When it is sold to the retail jeweler at less than cost 

of manufacture plus the tariff duty. 
Third. When it is sold to the public at a price much lower 

than cost of production of similar watches plus the duty. 
Fourth. When it can not be identified by markings usual in 

legal watch importations. 
THREE CLASSES OF IMPORTED WATCHES 

Foreign watches that are sold in the United States may be 
divided into three classes: 

First. Watches on which proper . duty · has _been paid and. 
brought in by honest importers. 

S~cond. Watches which have evaded payment of proper duties 
by fraud or evasion and brought in by unscrupulous importe1·s. 

Third. Watches paying no. duties and which are smuggled in 
by criminals. 

How is the watch-buying public to know whether the watch 
offered for sale is-

A watch smuggled in by a criminal, 
A watch brought in by fraud and evasion by an unscrupulous 

importer, or 
A watch brought in by an honest importer? 

THREE TESTS OF AN HONEST WATCH 

The safeguards are as follows : 
First. The honesty and integrity of the importer and the rec

ord of the watch offered as a part of a legal shipment passing 
through the customhouse. 

Second. The honesty and integrity of the local retail jeweler ; 
if the price he pays for the watch is not too low for the worth of 
the article, and if the price to be charged the purchaser does 
not permit an unconscionable profit. 

Third. If the price is too low for the article if it were what it 
is offered. as being, or the importation of the article can not be 
traced, then beware; the article may be smuggled. 
GOVERNMENT LOSES MILLIONS BY ACTS _OF UNSCRUPULOUS WATCH IMPORT· 

EBS-RESOLUTION INTRODUCED FOR INVESTIGATION 

By reason of the smuggling, undervaluation, and evasions h 
the importation of watches and clocks, millions of dollars are 
lost by the Government yearly in import duties; and by reason 
of the loss of business by the American watch manufacturers 
and their reduced financial position the Government has lost 
large sums of money in income taxes, the loss of this revenue 
by the Government directly affecting every man, women, and 
child in the United States and imposing additional tax burdens 
on the American people as a direct result of the alleged dis
honest, illegal, and fraudulent conspiracy on the part of the 
\Vatch-importers' ring; the United States Government has a 
direct and vital interest in this subject. So on the 30th of June 
this year I presented a resolution to the Hou e of Rcpre enta
tives (H. Res. 282) to require the Secretary of the '.:'reasury, the 
Secretary of Labor, the. Federal Trade Commis ion, the Fed
eral Radio Commi ion, and the Attorney General to furnish the 
House of Representatives information relative to the illegal, 
fraudulent, false, and unfa.ir acts and practices of the watch 
importers. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, a vote against the 
Hawley-Smoot tariff bill of 1930 was not a vote for free trade. 
It was a question whether or not you favored the new bill with 
its increased rates or whether you favored retaining the rate of 
the otheE Republican bill, the Fordney-l\fcCumber Act of 1922. 
It was merely ~ choice between two Republican bills. I favored 
the old one. The President of the United States never asked 
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anybody to vote for this latter bill . nor made any statement 
favoring it during its passage. After tile final conference-report 
had been adopted by both Houses, he announced for the first 
time that he would sign it, his main reason being to end tariff 
uncertainty. This was the sole reason given by Senator REED, 
of Penns3·1vania, when, voting for the bill, he said: 

:My strong inclination has been to vote against the bill, however para
clo:rical it might seem for a R('publican protectionist from Pennsylvania 
to do such a thing. In recent hours, however, I have come to the con
clusion that that would be wrong, not because of merit in the bill itself, 
although it does give some relief in some places, but because American 
iudustry is entitled to be relieved of the agitation that bas been going 
on now for nearly two years ; because American business has stood 
about all of us that it can stand ; because it is almost better that tariff 
agitation be ended than that it be ended right. It used to be said of 
litigation that it was more important in the public interest that litiga
tion hould come 'to an end than that it should come to a just end, and 
I believe the same thing is true of tariff legislation. 

However, the old adage is vh·id in my memory that a thing 
is never settled until it is ettled right. · 

It was a universally recognized fact that agriculture harl not 
been benefited in the 1922 act equal to industry. Experience 
hl}.d proven it. Agriculture had not prospered generally in the 
past eight years, while it was the pride of the Coolidge admin
istration that industry had seen unparalleled prosperity. Now, 
we met in special session in April of 1929 to aid agriculture in 
a tariff bill. We ascertained in the beginning of this debate 
that the manufacturers of this country were enjoying some
thing over 97 per cent of the home market; that, as a practical 
proposition, they were enjoying the home market in its entirety, 
and therefore there was no justification, as it seemed to me, 
under any reasonable theory of protection, to incrense industrial 
rate . Two weeks after we were here it was evident to me that 
our purpose was to be thwarted. I observed the geographical 
make-up of the Ways and Means majority, which prepared the 
tariff bill Tbere was only one man on it from the west Missis
sippi Valley. I saw the very determined effort for everybody to 
"get his while tbe gettin' was good." Instead of a scientific 
tariff, it resolved itself into a log-rolling proposition., and in the 
end it took five Democrats in the Senate, who got "their backs 
scratched," to put the bill over. We would not have had this 
tariff bill if it had not been for those five Democrats. 

In the first district of Kansas the three most important things 
we produce that are money crops are corn, hogs, and wheat. 
Of course, we feed cattle, but these cattle we bring in. But the 
corn and bogs and wheat we raise. We feed the corn to the 
hogs, and we sell the wheat and the hogs, and these are both 
exportable surpluses. Without the debenture in it the tariff 
does no good for these products. The protection we have on 
beef in this country is largely due to the quarantine against 
Argentine cattle, and the importation of meat into this country 
is infinitesimally small at this time. So how much is a tariff 
rai e to 6 cents from 3 cents going to help us? It is the quar
antine that saved our hides. In speaking of hides, we got a 
10 per cent'duty. But we had to take compensatory duties on 
shoes and leather that are three times greater than the actual 
protection on hides. This is an example of our ability to swap 
with the Yankees. On the other hand, just take a glimpse of 
what they put on our backs-the increased cost of all kinds of 
clothing we buy, an increased cost for sugar that we universally 
use, and shoes, cement, brick, lumber, hoes, and forks, and 100 
other things we buy. The e are some of the reasons why I 
have opposed this tariff bill from the beginning. There is not 
n manufacturing institution in my district that has taken any 
interest in this tariff bill or asked me to vote for it. If there 
is a single industrial interest in northeast Kansas that would 
he benefited by this tariff bill, I can not discover it. There 
a.re some benefits in it for poultry, eggs, and dairy products-! 
will be fair enough to admit that. But these benefits do not 
outweigh the burdens of the bill. What possible compensation 
cnn the people of Topeka, Leavenworth, and Atchison find in 
this measure to offset the increased prices they are going to 
have to pay for most. of the things they use? 

There has been an honest question raised as to the proper 
representation of western Republicanism. In that tier of States 
in which Kansas is located, reaching from Canada to the Gulf, 
there were just 2 votes in the United States Senate for the 
bill. In the next tier running north and south, east of us, there 
were just 3 votes for the tariff bill, including the two Demo
crats from Louisiana. In the sum total of all these States 
between the Mississippi River and the Rocky Mountain States 
there were 9 Republican votes against it and 3 for it. I voted 
as the 9 voted, and I am claiming that it is a reasonable pre
sumption that the 9 may be as fairly representative of west
ern Republicanism as the 3. Senator PINJ!l, of Oklahoma, run-

ning- for reelection this year,- voted - against · the bill. 1\lr. 
HowEE.L, ·of Nebraska, - ·formerly - a national committeeman, 
opposed -it. 

Tbe farmers would have been thankful for some of the agri
cultural duties in this bill. The farmers \Vould have enjoyed 
the benefit of the protecth·e tariff under this bill to some ex
tent; but in this instance they haYe to pay for it to such an 
extent that their inequality re ts where it was prior to 'c.lle 
enactment of the law. l\lore is taken from them than they can 
possibly receive. Is this keeping our pledge to restore equality? 
The greatest benefits in the bill for agriculture haye gone to the 
fruit and nut growers of California and Florida, to the sugar 
growers of Louisiana and the ·ugar-beet commtmitie , to the 
peanut industry of Virginia, and to the pea and bean ahcl 
tomato canning communities. 

Senator REED of Pennsylvania, to my mind the ablest Sl:'nator 
east of the Alleghenies, in explaining his opposition to the new 
flexible clause, expressed my sentiments exactly on that point. 
Here are his words: 

I believe that the administrative provisions of the bill as it stau(ls 
are not as good as those of the 1922 law. The fleiiblc-tariff provision 
seems to me to be· less elastic and less satisfactory than that of the 
existing la.w. · I think I can foresee the same kind of controversy over 
the membership of the Tarilf Commission organized under this new law 
that has risen to bother us so often over the membership of the Inter
state Commerce Commission. It i · said that we take the tariff out of 
politics by these provisions. In my judgment, we are putting the 
tari.fr deeper into politics by these new flexible provisions than it has 
ever been before ; and we will see it when appointments begin t-o come 
along for membership ori the Tariff Commission. I think it is a mark 
of great weakness in the administrative provisions to have repealed the 
present section 510 of the 1922 law, which permits us to put an em
bargo on the products of any fot·eign manufacturer who refuses . to give 
information to our Treasury agents abroad as to his sales prices. I 
believe the repeal of that section is equivalent to a recall of the 
Treasury agents that we now have abroad in competing countries; and 
I regret it very much. I need not go into details about other- auminis
tt·ative sections. It ·Is enough to say that on the whole I think the 
1922 law is better. As a... protectionist, as one who believes · iu ~ the 
wisdom of the Republican platform· opted at Kansas City, it has 
been a most embarrassing choice to have to choose, not between free 
trade and a protective bill-that would have been easy-but between 
two protective tariff bills; that of 1922, under which we have waxed 
very prosperous, and this new one, written under the disadvantages 
undet· which it has been written. 

On the hope that the bad things in this tariff bill are going to 
be corrected by the flexible clause and without the debenture 
permit me to quote here a passage from Senator BoRAH's last 
speech before the bill's passage, which expresses my view in 
better language than I can formulate: 

It is said that this bill, with its iniquities-if I may use that term
with its mistakes and its errors, will all be corrected under the flexible 
provision of the tariff. Language is inadequate to express my surpri ·e 
at. that contention. We have had a flexible tarin' from 1922 to 1930. 
In what respect, in what instance, did the Tariff Commission, through 
the President, change the relationship of agriculture and indnstrs in 
those eight years? In what respect, to what extent, did it restore 
equality? At the end of eight years the inequality was greater than in 
the beginning. Heaven pity the farmer if his only relief is to come in 
that way. 

After we bad had it upon the statute books for six years, and after 
it bad been in operation and they had been dealing with both agricul
tural products and industrial products, the inequality was so pronounced 
a-nd getting worse that both parties made pledges to remedy it. More 
rates were increased upon industrial schedules than upon effective agri
cultural schedules; and they dealt with how many during that time? 
There are 21,000 items in this bill, and about 10,000 that ought to be 
overhauled, undoubtedly. How long will it take the Taritr Commission, 
operating as speedily as it did from 1922 to 1930, to finish the job? 
Nearly 100 years. 

What will happen is that the relationship, the relative position of 
agriculture and of industry, will remain precisely the same under the 
Tariff Commission's activities. Doubtless they will make some changes; 
but unless they have the power to invoke the principle of the debenture 
they never can establish equality between the two industries. There is 
no means by which it can be done by mere rate making. As I have sa.ld 
before upon this floor, those who organized and created the protective 
system understood that perfectly; and it is just as crue to-day as it 
was at the time it was first promulgated. 

I ask, Senators, in conclusion, how are we going to fulfill the pledge 
which we made at Kansas City, and restore equality between agriculture 
and industry without the application of the debenture system? If we 
increase the rate of agriculture and correspondingly increase the rate of 
industry, we get nowhere. It makes the fnrmer the l.JUrden bearer of the 
whole protective system. 
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Therefore, Mr; President, the great ·disappointment· in regard to this 

bill is, first, that we increase these industrial rates; and, secondly, that 
we refuse to write into the bill the only fundamental principle by which 
we can restore equality between agriculture and industry. That is no 
ordinary problem. There is not a country in the world to-day of which 
I have any knowledge where agriculture is not struggling for exist
ence--not struggling for prosperity but struggling for existence--and it 
is by reason ~f the fact that they are applying the world over a system 
which is effective as to industry and which is not effective as to agri
c~Itnre. The fight must go on. A system must . be adopted which will 
wipe out ibis injustice. I can not vote for a bill which perpetuates and 

to hold fa·st to the same ideals · many times expres ed by me at 
home. At least I have voted in Washington as I talked in 
Kansas. 

.No tariff bill, good or bad, is the sole determining factor in 
the perpetuity of our Nation. There are falling 'WOrld price·; 
there are many important questions left before our Nation 
which are immediately before us. Our President has my mo t 
sincere confidence that he will handle them as ably as any 
other living American-that there will be dawning l.Jefore us in 
the near future a brighter day. 

legalizes this inequality. I can not vote for a bill which does injustice PRINTING THE TARIFF.' BILL AS A SENATE DOCUMENT 

to a large portion of our people by placing them at a confessed disad- Mr . .EIA WLEY. 1\I.r. Speaker, I a k unanimous consent to 
vantage with others in our economic srstem. take from the Speaker1s table Senate Concurrent Resolution 

William Allen White, a member of President Hoover's Haitian 29 and consider it at this time. 
commission, has this to say on the subject: Senate Concurrent Resolution 31 

It is no loyalty to President Hoover to vote for this bill, and the Con- Resolved by tlw Senate (tlle House of Representat-ives concurri11g), 
gressman who votes for the bill as it seems now to be shaping up will be That the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce 
disloyal to his constituency, unless they be constituents in some small with foreign countries, . to enCQurage the industries of the United 
special industry, who have occess to the cream jug of special privileges, States, to protect American labor, and for other purposes, as enrolled 
which is drained from the American people in this bill. Particularly, a and presented to the President of the United States for approval, be 
Kansas Congressman or Senator will be justified in voting "no" on this printed as a Senate document with an index, and that 9,000 additional 
bill. copies be printed, of which 2,000 shall be for the Se.nnte document room, 

Arthur J. Carruth, managing edito1· of the Topeka State Jour-· 
nal, gives expression on June 21 to the following convictions: 

Under the provisions of the new tariff bill it will cost $1,000 more 
to build a $5,000 house; a $30 suit of clothes will cost $35; for men and 
women the present $500 clothing bill will be $600 ; the $70 monthly 
grocery bill will be $75 ; the household furnishings that cost $1,000 
will bring $1,200. 

What does it mean? It means an increase of 20 per cent in the cost 
of living. 

. We hate to spoil your vacation for you, but this tariff bill .went into 
effect at midnight Tuesday. . 

In other words, it's another blow for the salaried man and the· fellow 
who has no means of boosting the figures on what he has to sell. The 
sa,laried man and the worker has only his time and his life's blood for 
sale. The other fellows shorten that whenever a move for big business 
is made. Some of these days the boys and girls of the worker class 
are going to get together. A great leader will light the torch and they 
will follow. Their first move . will be a buyers' strike. And that one 
move will tumble down a good lnany castles of greed built up in this 
country to-day. 

.Bolshevism? Communism? Parlor uprising? Call it anything you 
want ! We think we are pretty well acquainted with the solid, hard
working, honest, conscientious people, who are the backbone of this 
country. They are of the good' old American stock-patient, long suffer
ing, re igning, and timid. But they have a huge reservoir for the 
::;torage of suffering; and when that dam breaks-watch out! In the 
last few years they have asserted themselves to the extent of buying 
a certain amount of luxuries. They have matched their flivvers against 
the high-hattin' Lincolns; they have built their radio sets to share the 
air with the massive consoles; they have seen the world on the picture 
screen and have heartl it over the air. They have tasted luxury-a taste 
to which they were justly entitled. 

&.id now comes the protection of big business and the wave of un
employment and the increase in the cost of the necessities of life and 
the affliction of mounting taxation. This is a pretty steady old ship 
of State in which the pay passengers of America are riding, but if the 
pilots don't watch out the boat will begin to rock. And when she 
starts rocking, nothing will prevent ·the folks down in the steerage 
kicking the idle from the cabins above. The common folks are not to · 
give up their radios and their flivvers and their picture shows and their 
silk hose as long as the other fellow makes no 'move to share in the 
sacrifice. 

I have ju t quoted four able Americans-two- among the 
ablest of the United States Senate and two prominent civilians 
of Kansas-two progressives and two conservatives, but all 
Republicans. I am thankful that there is room in the Repub
lican Party for men who d iffer. Every Republican Member 
of the Kansas delegation in the House and in the Senate this 
year sometime has not been in accord. with the administration. 
We have not read each other out of the party by our mere 
difference of opinion. We give each other credit with being 
conscientious and supporting the thing he thinks is for the 
best interest of his country and his party. My party was born 
in a great conftict for equal rights ; we are still battling for 
equal rights. I do not want people to say that my party is the 
one of special interest; that it is the pa1·ty of the rich and not 
the poor . . I want my party to be the · party of the underdog. 
I want it to be popular with the humblest citizen. It is possible 
that I have erred in my judgment of the tariff bill and what I 
thought was for -the best interests of the country. If I have, . 
then I was· in error before being sent here. I · am merely trying 

5,000 for the House document room, 1,000 for the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate, and 1,000 for the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I want to call 

attention to the fact that the Senate resolution call for an addi
tional 9,000 copies. The Senate resolution carries with it 2,000 
copies for the Senate document room. The Senate will get 
4,500 copies, whereas the · House will only get 6,000 copies. 
That is not in just proportion to the membership of the re
spective bodies. It is not a ~air resolution. I shall not object 
to it, because it is probably the best that we can get, but I call 
the attention of the membership to the fact that the Senate 
gets 4,500 copies of this document whereas the House of Repre
sentatives as an entirety gets only 6,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This will give us some immediate copies, and 
we can provide for our own needs by a subsequent resolution. 

Mr. GARNER. But it will have to be a concurrent resolution, 
because the cost of the document will be so great that a simple 
House resolution would not authorize ·u to print it, and it miO'ht 
be the Senate would be just as unfair again and cheat us in 
the distribution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But we will hold the cards the next time. 
The SPEAKER: Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

MEXIOAN IMMIGRATION 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks upon the subject of immigration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the 

Harris bill, S. 51, which puts Mexican immigration on the 
quota basis, and I hope the bill will be passed before ad
journment. 

At this time, when hundreds of thousands of native-born 
Americans can not get work, it is tragically wrong to permit 
aliens of a different race and lower standard of living to glut 
our labor markets. But the essence of the Mexican imntigration 
question is that the Mexicans are larg~ly of a different race. 
They are either Indian or mixed Indian and white, and their 
presence in this country has already created a serious new race 
probleni. 

The only real argument against Mexican restriction is that it 
will distuTb our harmonious relations with Mexico. I can see 
no reason why, if restriction is put on the true ba is, protection 
to our labor and prevention of a new race problem, Mexico 
should feel offended at a policy which has been applied to 
every country of Europe, Asia, Africa, and Australia. More
over, I believe that Mexican sensibilities will be far more in· 
jured by the racial discrimination and segregation and bitter 
feelings which have already arisen and will increase if the 
number of Mexicans increases, than they will be by a fair and 
reasonable quota policy. There. is a mass of evidence that the 
'Mexicans are so different from us that they will not harmoni
ously combine with us. An illustration is the fact that in Hl20 
i only 8,869, or 4.6 per cent, of the Mexican-born population of 
1189,974 was naturaliz-ed or had secured first papers. 
1 Congress, exclusive1y charged wjth the great re ponsibility of 
•protecting the country from the menace of infiltration by alien 
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people whose numbers, economic standards, social and racial 
qualities threaten serious injury to the country, should meet 
that responsibility with American welfare as a paramount con
sideration. The Republic of Mexico. has been sending us through · 
the 1mmigration stations Mexican immigration in the following 
number-s: 
Fiscal year-

1D20 ------------------------------ ----------------- 51,042 
1921----------------------------------------------- 29,603 
1922----------------------------------------------- 18,246 
1923 ----------------------·------------------------- 62, 709 
1924----------------------------------------------- 87 , 64~ 
1925----------------------------------------------- 32,378 
1926----------------------------------------------- 42, 638 
1D27 ----------------------------------------------- 66,7G6 
19~8 ----------------------------------------------- 57, 765 
1929-------~--------------------------------------- 38,980 

Total legal entries in 10 year~---------------------- 487, 875 
The immigration act of 1924 went into effect at the end of the 

fiscal year 1924, so that the Mexican immigration during the last 
five fiscal years, averaging more than 48,000 per year, has been 
admitted under the act of 1924 now in force. 

Current reports and testimony indicate that Mexican immigra
tion during the recent months has been greatly reduced that, 
according to the estimate, it will proba)Jly amount to about 
12,000 immigrants for the fiscal year 1930, which is itself several 
times the number which could be admitted under the proposed 
law computing both quota and nonquota immigrants. However, 
there would be no limit in addition to those limitations under 
existing law with reference to the arrival of nonquota immi
grants from Mexico. 

The foregoing statements are sufficient to show how important 
it is that this bill be passed. If it is not considered at this 
session it will be the fault of the Republican leaders of the 
House in not letting it be voted on. 

RIVER PROTECTION AT CORNING, MO. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD UIJ<)n the subject of inland 
waterways, and to include therein -a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers and also a letter from the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection: 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOPKINS. · Mr. Speaker and Members of the House of 

Representatives, on May 27 I submitted to the Members of this 
Congress a petition signed by more than 1,000 citizens of north
west Missouri requesting that early action be taken by the 
Federal Government along the line of placing river-protection 
works at Corning, Mo .. so as to confine the river to the present 
channel and prevent further destruction of valuable property. 

This petition was referred by the Speaker to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors for consideration. Fo1lowing is a letter 
I have just received from Mr. W A.LLACE DEMPSEY, chairman of 
that committee: 

Bon. DAVID HoPKINS, 

COMMI'ITEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., June 1:1, 1930. 

Hou-se of Representatives. 
MY DEAR CoLLEAGUE: The petition which you presented to the House 

in behalf of the people along the Missouri River at and near Corning, 
Mo., was referred to this committee. 

The law providing for the improvement of the Missouri River from 
Kansas City to Sioux City was passed during the Sixty-ninth Congress 
and approved by the President January 21, 1927. This provided for the 
total project at a minimum depth of 6 feet, the entire cost of which is 
estimated to be between forty-five and fifty million dollars. When the 
bill reached the Senate it was amended so as to limit the amount that 
could be spent to $12,000,000, or about on~fourth of the total cost. 
Naturally, it has been impossible for the engineers to undertake more 
than one-fourth of the work when but one-fourth of the total cost has 
been authorized. 

Recognizing this unfortunate situation, and the necessity for an 
increased authorization, you, along with the other Representatives of the 
1\fissouri Valley, appeared before the Rivers and Harbors Committee dur
ing this Congress and urged an amendment to the present law. 

On April 21, 1930, the Rivers and Harbors Committee presented to 
the House H. R. 11781, in which it was provided that " The Secretary 

relief under existing law would- be by special act, whereby Corning would 
pay two-thirds of the cost, and the Government one-third. I might say 
that this policy bas been tried at Niobrara, Nebr., and at Yankton, 
S. Dak. 

Cordially yours, 
S. WALLACE DEMPSEY, 

Chairman .. 

I have had this matter up with the War Department continu
ously since June, 1929. At my request the late Bon. James 
Good, then Secretary of War, had the chief engineer of the 
western division make a thorough inspection of the situation, 
and the present Secretary of War, Bon. Patrick Hurley, has 
authorized a continuous inspection and observation of the cut
ting taking place there. Following is a letter in which the 
War Department outli,nes its policies: 

Hon. DAVID HOPKINS, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 

Washington, J1me 11J, 19:10. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. HOPKINS : Recalling your recent conference with me 

relative to the prosecution of work on the Missouri River, I wish to 
inform you definitely of certain phases of that work. 

I am fully informed of the interest of the citizens of the valley in 
the progress of the work, as well as of your own, and of the energetic 
·and vigorous action on youe part to further the work in an possible 
ways consistent with the circumstances that no one can modify or 
control. 

It pleases me very much to know that you a.re fully informed of the 
difficulti~s of the work and of all the other pertinent phases of its 
condition. 

I wish to assure you of my keen interest in the whole matter and 
that I will give it all personal attention possible. I have already 
placed in charge of the work the best personnel that we have, and will 
see that it is kept at the same high standard. That is the most impor
tant action that is in my power to take. 

I would inform you again, as heretofore, that it is my intention to 
catTy on the work on the Missouri River on as large a scale as the funds 
available will permit, and to do the work vigorously and consecutively 
so as to guard to the utmost of economy the money that Congress has 
and may appropriate. 

You know, I believe that we can not jump around haphazard on the 
river in obedience only to l<Jcal demands, however insistent they may 
be. The giving way in any instance of this sort in favor pf one com
munity would not be in justice to others, and would wreck any well
laid scheme of progress. However, I would assure you that at no time 
will I or those under me ever fatl to give careful and considerate at
tention to the situation at any locality, with a view of doing work 
that extreme emergency requires. 

Finally, I would point out one consideration that has preponderat
ing weight, and that is that primarily the interests of commerce, as 
embodied in navigation, are the guiding motive of the law which re
quires us to work on the Missouri River, and all other considerations 
must be subordinated to that consideration in the general case. 

Sincerely yours, 
LYTLE BROWN, 

Major General, Chief of Engineers. 

Last Thursday I addressed this House on the importance of 
passing the rivers and harbors bill providing an additional au
thorization of $15,000,000 for the upper Missouri River. At 
that time I pointed out that within one year after the comple
tion of the Missouri River project the entire cost would be 
saved the people who live in this section. This is the most 
important river project before Congress. 

I again urge the membership of the House to aid us to secm·e 
speedy passage of this bill, as this seems to be the surest and 
quickest way to get protection work done at points such as 
Corning, Mo. 

GEN. JOHN CAMPBE-LL GBEENW AY 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 29 and consider it at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arizona asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate Concur
rent Resolution 29, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
of War is hereby authorized to expend • • • within a period of Senate Concurrent Resolution 29 
three years after passage of this act, an amount not exceeding $15,- Resol.,;ed by the Senate (the House of Representati-ves conc·"t-ring), 
000,000." This bill passed the House May 22 and is now pending That there be .printed with illustrations and bound 5,000 copies of the 
before the Senate. proceedings in Congress, together with the proceedings held at the 

I see no possible way of getting special work done at Corning, Mo., unveiling in Statuary Hall, upon the acceptance of the statue of Gen. : 
under the regular law. Like many other points on the Missouri River John Campbell Greenway, presented by the State of Arizona, of which 
and elsewhere, it mus~ await the orderly development of a systematic 1

1
1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,500 for the use of the 

and continuous improvement of the river. The only other method of House of Representatives, and the remaining 1,500 copies shall be for 



10846 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 14 
' the use and distribution of tbe Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from the State of Arizona. 

' The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby authorized to have the 
: copy prepared for the Public Printer and shall procure suitable illus-
trations to be published with these proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur

rent resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF .ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
··BLAND, for to-day, on account of lines . 

SEN ATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles were taken from 
' the Speaker's table and und~ the rule referred as follows : . 

S. 43. An act for the relief of W. W. Payne; to the Committee 
' on Claims. . 
, S.155. An act for the relief of Jesse J. Britton; to the Com
. mittee on Military Affairs. 

S.181. An act for the relief of James H. Roache; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 325. An act for the relief of former Lieut. Col. Timothy J. 
Power!) ; to the Committee on Claims. . . 

S. 594. An act for the relief of Lemuel Srmpson ; to the Com
JUittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 676. An act for the relief of James Evan ; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S.1640. An act for the relief of John E. Ross; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2068. An act for the relief of Lester L. Wilson ; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 2134. An act to provide for the investigation of certain 
claims against the Choctaw Indians enrolled as Mississippi 
Choctaws; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 2471. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant a patent to certain lands to Minerva E. Troy ; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 3416. An act repealing various provisions of the act of 
June 15, 1917, entitled "An act to punish acts of interference 
with the foreign relations, the neutrality, and the foreign com
merce of the United States, to punish espionage, and better to 
enforce the criminal laws of the United State , and for other 
purposes" (40 Stat. L. 217); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 3557. An act to provide for the acquisition of certain tim
berlands and the sale thereof to the State of Oregon for recrea- . 
tional and scenic purposes; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

s. 3839. An act for the relief of Fred N. Dunham ; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4164. An act authorizing the repayment of rents and royal
ties in excess of requirements made unde'r leases executed in 
accordance with the general leasing act of February 25, 1920; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4308. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
i sue patents for lands held under color of title; to the Com
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4612. An act for the relief of the Corporation C. P. Jensen; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

s. 4:636. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to resell 
the undisposed of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approximately 
328 acres, and to also authorize the appraisal -of property dis
po ed of under authority contained in the acts of Congress ap
proved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

EN ROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAl1PBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, 'rPported that that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following titles, 
which were thereupon signed by the Speaker : _ 

H. R. 2667. An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce 
with foreign countrie , to encourage the indu tries of the United 
States, to protect American labor, and for other porposes; 

·H. R. 11679. An act to provide for acquiring and disposition 
of certain properties for u e or formerly used by the Light
hou e Service ; and 

ll. R. 12348. An act to provide for the partial payment of the 
expen e of foreign delegates to the Eleventh Annual Convention 
of the Federat ion Interalliee Des Anciens Combattants, to be 
beld in the Di trict of Columbia in September, 1930. 

The -motion was agreed to; ·accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
22 minutes p. m.) the House adjom·ned until Monday, June 16, 
1930, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO BILLS AXD 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. MICHENER: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 254. A 

resolution provid!ng for the consideration of H. R. 11204, a bill 
to regulate the entry of persons into the United States, to estab
lish a border patrol in the Coast Guard, and for other purpo es; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1900). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PERKINS: Committee on Elections No. 2. A report on 
the contested-election case of John Philip Hill v. Vincent L. 
Palmisano, third Maryland district, recommend:ng that Pal
misano is not entitled to a seat in the House of Representatives; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1901). Referred to the Rouse 
Calendar. . 

Mr. JOIL.~SON of Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. H. R. 12487. A bill to amend the naturali
zat~on laws in respect of residence requirement , and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 1903). Referred to 
the House Calendar. . 

Mr. STEAGALL: Committee on Banking and Currency. 
H. R. 10211. A bill to provide for a more equitable distribution 
of earnings of Federal reserve banks; without amendment 
(Rept No. 1909). Referred to the Committee of the 'Vhole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalizat:on. H. R. 12740. A bill relating to clerical 
as istance to clerk of State courts exercising naturalization 
jurisdiction; without amendment (Rept. No. 1910). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEHLBACH: Committee on the l\Ierchant Marine and 
Fisheries. S. J. Res. 190. A joint resolution author:zing the 
Postmaster General to accept the bid of the Mi sissippi Ship
ping Co. to carry mail between United States gulf ports and the 
east coast of South America; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1911). Referred to the Committee of the 'Whole Hou e on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 3614. An act 
to pro,ide for the appointment of two additional district judges 
for the northern district of Illinois; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1921). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou e on 
the state of t.he Union. 

Mr. '\VURZBACH: Committee on Military A.ffah·s. H. R. 4501. 
A bill to authorize funds for the construction of a building at 
Fort Sam Houston; without amendment (Rept. No. 1922). Re
ferred to tbe Committee of the Whole House on the state of tile 
Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 12602. 
A bill to authorize an appropriation for construction at Carli le 
Barrack , Pa.; without amendment (Rept. No. 1923). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. MAPES: Committee on Inter tate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 12643. A bill creating the Port Huron-Sarnia 
International Bridge CommL ion and authorizing ·aid commis
sion and its successors to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the St. Clair River at or near Port Huron, Mich.; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1924). Referred to the Hou e 
Calendar. 

By Mr. COLTON: Committee on the Public Lands. II. R. 
12811. A bill to amend ections 17 and 27 of the general lea ing 
act of February 25, 1920, and for other pm·po es; with amend
ment (Rept. 1925). Referred to the Comm.ittee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. . 

Mr. LEA. VITT: Committee on Indian Affair . S. 31156. An 
act providing fur the final enrollment of the Indians of the 
Klamath Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon ; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1926). Referred to llie Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mrs. KAHN: Committee on Mjlitary Affair . II. R. 126()1. A 
bill to authorize the acquisition of lands in .Alameda and Marin 
Counties, Calif., and the con. truction of buildings and utilities 
thereon for military purpo es; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1927). Referred to the ·~mmittee of the Whole House on the 
tate of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVAT:W BILLS AND 
RESOLUTH)NS 

ADJOURNMENT U"'der clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. HA "W LEY. l\fr. Speal{er, I moye that the House do now l\Ir. RANSLEY: Committee on Military Affairs : H. R. 4858. 

adjourn. A bill f.or the relief of l\fargaret Thonrkin; with amendment 
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(Rept. No. 1904). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 7525. 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth J. Edwards ; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1905). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
H ou:·e. · 

Mr. SPEAKS : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8858. 
A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Moncravie; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1906). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9816. A 
bill for the relief of Thomas F. Gibbons; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1007). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GARRETT: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9866. 
A bill for the relief of Walter G. Harrell; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1908). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Commit tee on Claims. H. R. 8998. A bill for 
the relief of Dr. Luis H. Debayle; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1912). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DOXEY: Committee on Claims. H. R. 11464. A bill 
for the relief of Charles A. Holder; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1913). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Colll.m.j.ttee on Claims. H. R. 11839. A bill for 
the relief of Robert Pease; with amendment (Rept. No. 1914) 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 12184. A bill for 
the relief of C. B. Bellows; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1915). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 12239. A bill for 
the relief of Lela B. Smith; with amendment (Rept. No. 1916). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 12679. A bill for 
the relief of Kenneth G. Gould, with amendment (Rept. No. 
1917). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

1\Ir·. IRWIN : Committee on Claims. S. 1042. An act for the 
relief of Mary Altieri; without amendment (Rept. No. 1918). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 1251. An act for the 
relief of the Ayer & Lord Tie Co. (Inc.) ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1919). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4070. An act for the 
relief of Patrick J. l\:Iulkaren; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1920) . Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions 

was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12885) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Folsom, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 1,2964) to authorize altera

tions and repairs to certain naval vessels; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By l\!r. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12965) to au
thorize alterations and repairs t9 certain naval vessels; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H. R. 12966) authorizing 
n. C. Brenner Realty & Finance Corporation, its successors and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near a point between Cherokee and 
Osage Streets, St. Louis, Mo. ; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 12967; granting 
certain land to the city of Dunkirk, Chautauqua County, N. Y., 
for street purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBRILL: A bill (H. R. 12968) authorizing an 
appropriation for the construction of officers' quarters at the 
United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 12969) to repeal the agricul
tural marketing act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEERS: Resolution (E. Res. 255) providing for the 
printing of the proceedings of the Tenth National Convention 
of the Disabled American Veterans of the World War; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KIESS: Resolution (E. Res. 256) providing for the 
printing of the proceedings of the Thirty-first National Encamp-

ment of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States; to 
the Committee on Printing. . 

By Mr. EA WLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 367) to 
amend the act entitled "An act to create in the Treasury 
Department a Bureau of Narcotics, and for other purposes," 
approved June 14, 1930; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EATON of New Jersey: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
368) to create a commission to cooperate with the States of 
Pennsylvania and New Jersey in preparing plans for the con
struction of the Washington Crossing Memorial Bridge across 
the Delaware River; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WATSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 369) to create 
a commission to cooperate with the States of Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey in preparing plans for the construction of the Wash
ington Crossing Memorial Bridge across the Delaware River; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 12970) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah L. Hamilton ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 12971) for the relief of Wilson 
G. Bingham; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 12972) granting an in
crease of pension to Sophia C. Schaeffer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN: A bill (H. R. 12973) for the relief of Myrtle 
M. Hitzing ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12974) granting a pension to 
Margaret Gegel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINZER: A bill (H. R. 12975) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan Keperling; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12976) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie E. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12977) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie A. Snyder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12978) granting an increa e of pension to 
Catherine L. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 12979) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary M. Harbaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Matthews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12981) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Ueckley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12982) grant
ing a pension to Esther E. Stark ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: A bill (H. R. 12983) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah J. White; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSPECK: A bill (H. R. 12984) for the relief of 
J. B. Hudson ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 12985) for the relief of 
Charles W. Bethauser; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 12986) granting an increa~e 
of pension to Mary E. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12!)87) 
granting an increase of pension to Isabelle C. Hundley; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) granting an increase of pensiou to 
Rebecca Armour ; to the Committee on Invalid Pension: . 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. J2!)89) 
granting an increase of pension to Almira B. Evans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petition!'; ancl papers were Jaicl 

on the Clerk's desk and referred n.s follows: 
7567. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of citizens of Ilunfonl, 

Calif., urging passage of House bill 9!)86, the Hudson hill, for 
the regulation of the moving-picture industry; to the CommittPe 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

7568. By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition of Henry C. BR.111e~. 
commander of Man 0' War Post of the Ameriran Legion, of 
Lexington, Ky., urging upon Congress the imperative necef-lsit.y 
of enacting into law the .Johnson-Rankin hill, to amend the 
World War veterans' act of 1924, hefore tbe adjournment. of this 
session of Congress; to the Committee on World ·war Yetenms• 
Legishition. · · 
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7569. By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Petition of Crawford Busi

ness Men's League of Chicago, protesting against · chain stores; 
to the Committee ·on Interstate and Foreign O>mmerce. · 

7570. AI o, petition of Siskiyou County (Calif.) Bar Asso
ciation, indor ing the Curry bill, proposing to create a new 
Federal judicial district in the State of California; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

7571. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Oklahoma 
State Division of the Izaak Walton League of America, in full 
support and urging passage of Senate bills 2350 and 2351, by 
Senator THOMAS of Oklal;loma, and House bills 6320 and 6321, by 
Bon. JED· JoHNSON; to the Committee. on Agriculture. 

7572. Also, petition of Oklahoma Multigraphing Co., Okla
homa City, Okla., in opposition to House bill 11096 and in sup
port of-House bill10344; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

7573. Also, petition of Hollywood Technical Directors Insti
tute, Hollywood, Calif., opposing further showing of the film 
All Quiet on the Western Front; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

7574. Also, petition of Dorchester (Mass.) American Legion 
Post, urging Congress to not adjourn until constructive dis
abled legislation for immediate relief actually becomes law; 
to the Committee on World War -Veterans' Legislation. 

SE.NATE 
MoNDAY, June 16, 1930 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~arney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer! 

Almighty Father, in whose tender ·keeping are the hearts of 
Thy children and from whom all thoughts of truth and peace 
p1·oceed, kindle, we pray Thee; in all men· the true love of peace, 
and guide with Thy pure wisdom those who take counsel for 

-the nations of the earth, especially all who bear rule in our 
beloved land. 

Let humility triumph over pride and ambition, charity over. 
envy, hatred, and malice, purity and temperance over lust and 
excess, meekness over passion, that we, with all the brethren 
of the Son of man, may draw together as one comity of peoples 
and evermore dwell in the fellowship of Him who is the Prince 
of Peace, Jesus Christ ou.r Lord. .Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed
ings of the legislative day of Monday, June 9, 1930, when, on 
request of Mr. FESs and by unanimous consent, the further 
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved. 

' MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. William 
Tyler Page, its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce 
with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of the United 
States, to protect .American labor, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with
out amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 420. :An act for the relief of Charles E. Byron, alias Charles 
E. Marble; 

S.1447. An act for the relief of Pasquale Iannacone; 
S.1469. An act to quitclaim ce1·tain lands in Santa Fe County, 

N.Mex.; 
S. 2371. An act to provide for the appointment of two addi

tional justices of the Supreme Court of the District of Colum
bia; and 

S. 3939. An act to authorize the appointment of two additional 
justices of the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the following cencurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

S. Con. Res. 29. Concurrent resolution to print and bind the 
proceedings in Congres , together with the proceedipgs of . the 
unveiling in Statuary Hall, of the statue of Gen. John Campbell 
Greenway, presented by the State of Arizona; and 

S. Con. Res. 31. Concurrent resolution authorizing the printing 
as a Senate document of House bill No. 2667, the tariff bill, as 
enrolled and pre ented to the President for approval. 

The message also announced that the House bad passed the 
following bills of the Senate, severally with an amendment, in 

- which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
S. 969. An act for the relief of Edna B. Erskine; 
S. 3784. An act for the relief of John Marks, ·alias John Bell; 

and 
S. 38G6. An act for the relief of Joseph N. Marin. 

The ·message further announced that the·House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (ll. R. 4189) to add 
certain lands to the Boise National Forest; requested a confer
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. CoLTON, Mr. SMITH of Idaho, and Mr. 
EvANs of Montana were appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conferenc·e. -

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12235) to 
provide for the creation of the Colonial National Monument in 
the State of Virginia, and for other purposes; requested a -con
ference with the · Senate on th-e disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, ·.and that l\1r. CoLTON, Mr. SMITH of Idaho, and 
Mr. EvANs of Montana were appointed managers on the part of · 
the House at the conference. 

The message fu1'ther announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 247. An act validating certain applications for, and en
tries of, public lands ; 

H. R. 456. An act for the relief of Hans Roehl ; 
H. R. 524. An act for the relief of the I. B. Krinsky Estate 

(Inc.) and the Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland; _ 
H. R. 531. An act for the relief of John Maika ; 
H. R. 574. An act for the relief of Moreau M. Casler; 
H. R. 687. An act for the relief of JohnS. Conkright; 
H. R.1452. An act for the relief of Melissa Stone, widow of 

Francis Stone ; 
H. R. 1712. An act for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Gussin ; 
H. R.1717. An act for the relief of F. G. Baum; 
H. R. 1761. An act for the relief of John L. Friel; 
H. R. 1882. An act for the relief .of Harry Cinq-Mars; 
H. R. 2120 . .An act for the relief of Malven A. Williams; 
H. R. 2170. An act for the relief of Clyde Cornish ; 
H. R. 2173. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Nicholas; 
H. R. 2464. An act for the relief of Paul A. Hodapp; 
H. R. 2782. An act for the relief of Elizabeth B. Dayton ; 
H. R. 2831. An act for the relief of Jasper Johnson; 
H. R. 2863. An act for the relief of Harvey 0. Willi ; 
H. R. 3122. ·An act for the relief of William J. Frost; 
H. R. 3231. An act for the. relief of Walter P. Hagan; 
H. R. 3238. An act for the relief of Martin E. Riley ; 
H. R. 3441. An act for the relief of Meta S. Wilkinson ; 
H. R. 3732. An act for the relief of Fernando Montilla ; 
H. R. 3950. An act for the relief of David · A. Dehart ; 
H. R. 4159 . . An. act for the relief of Harry P. Lewi ; 
H. R. 4176. An act to extend the benefits of the employees' 

compensatiqn act of September 7, 1916, to Dr. Charles W. Reed, 
a former employee of the United States Bureau of Animal In- -
dustry, Department of Agriculture; 

H. R. 4269. An act for the relief of William L. Wiles; 
H. R. 4564. An act for the ·relief of E. J. Kerlee; 
H. R. 4595. An act for the _relief 9f Maurice J. O'Leary; 
H. R. 4731. An act for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen; 
H, R. 4760. ~ An act for the relief of Guy Braddock Scott ; 
H. R. 4907. An act for the relief of Thomas Wallace; 
H. R. 4946. An act for the relief of Ned Anderson; 
H. R. 5.292. An act to authorize the city of Napa, Calif., to 

purchase certain public lands for the protection of its water 
supply; . 

H. R. 5810. An act to pay the Westinghouse Electric & Manu
facturing OJ. the sum of $1,900.80, mqney paid as duty on mer
chandise imported under section 308 ( 5) of the tariff act ; 

H. R. 5872 . .An act for the relief of Ray Wil on; 
H. R. 6243. An act for the relief of A. E. Bickley ; 
H. R. 6264. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to do-

nate a bronze cannon to the town of A von, Mass. ; 
H. R. 6268. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Parker ; 
H. R. 6416. .An act for the relief of Myrtle M. Hitzing ; 
H. R. 6453. An act for the relief of Peder Ander on ; 
H. R. 6627. An act for the relief of A. C. Elmore; 
H. R. 6665. An act for the relief of B. C. Glover; 
H. R. 6825. An act to extend the . measure of relief provided 

in the employees' compensation act of September 7, 1916, to 
Robert W. Vail; 

H. R. 7013. An act for the relief of Howard Pen-y ; 
H. R. 7068. An act for the relief of Fred Schwarz, jr.; 
H. R. 7664. An act to authorize payment of fees to M. L. 

Flow, United States commissioner, pf Moni'oe, N. C., for erv
ices ·rendered affer hi~ commissi.on expired and before a new 
commission .was issued for reappointment; · 

H. R. 8117 . . An, act fol;' the relief of Robert Hofman ; 
JI. R. 8127. An act for the relief of J. W. Nelson; 
H. R. 8347. ~, ~ct for the relief of the Palmer Fish Co.; 
:S:: R.8440. _ 'An, a~t for the relief of Henry A. Levake, de; 

ceased; 
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